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SIMONS: The Special Meeting of the City -- of the Cty
Pl anning Conm ssion is now called to order. The date is
April 14th, 2005. May we have a roll call

BRUHN: Comm ssi oner Cason. (No verbal response)

BRUHN: Conmm ssi oner Chri st ensen.

CHRI STENSEN: Here.

BRUHN: Conmmi ssi oner { aser.

GLASER: Here.

BRUHN. Comm ssioner denn. (No verbal response)

SIMONS: He's here.

BRUHN. We'll have to --

SIMONS: Cason is here.

BRUHN. No, I'Il have to wait until they come. Comm ssioner
Jeffrey.

JEFFREY: Here.

BRUHN:  Conmmi ssi oner Sinons.

SIMONS:  Here.

BRUHN: Comm ssioner Smith will not be here. Conm ssioner

Wendl er.
VEENDL ER: Her e.

BRUHN: Commi ssioner Wllians is out of town, he will not be
here, but you do have a quorum present, M. Chair.

SI MONS: Thank you. Thank you, Marsha. Are there any
changes to the Agenda?

BRUHN. M. Chairman, staff would request that you reverse
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the itens under Roman Nuneral |1V, O d Business, and take
Item B of the Nei ghborhood Opportunity Fund recommendati ons
and put it in first --

SI MONS:  Okay.
BRUHN: -- followed by the Bl ock G ant.
SIMONS: kay, | understand it as approval as to changes.
Approval of the Mnutes, a Special Meeting of March 31st,
2005. Can | get a notion to approve?
CASON: Move.
VENDLER:  So noved.
SIMONS: Al in favor?

Aye.
SIMONS: Okay, approved. Now we're ready for Item Qdd
Busi ness, the one with -- you don't want grants first. And
| guess we have all the people here involved with --
BRUHN: The staff is here, yes, M. Chairnman.
SIMONS: Staff is here. Cone to the table, if you will.

BRUHN: And | do have additional Conflict of Interest Forns
i f anybody needs to --

JEFFREY: O her than the ones we al ready seen?
BRUHN: We have yours, Comm ssioner Jeffrey.
JEFFREY: (kay.

BRUHN: And Comm ssi oner Wendler's, and Conmi ssi oner
d aser's.

JEFFREY: We're not voting this tonight, right?
BRUHN:  Yes, you are.
JEFFREY: On Bl ock Grant?

BRUHN:. Block Grant and NOF. City Council -- if | could
t hrough the Chair?
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SI MONS: Sur e.

BRUHN: City Council wll be starting NOF, the Bl ock G ant
on Monday.

JEFFREY: On the --
SIMONS: Sure, go ahead.

JEFFREY: On the -- on the new chart, can we go through the
changes there, the Block Gants, since we nmay not have --
how are we doing that? Never mnd, never mnd. WlIl, don't
mean to interrupt you. Are we ready to start?

SI MONS: Yeabh.

JEFFREY: | was | ooking at sonme of the groups that were |eft
out, and there were a nunber of groups that were not funded
and the record reason was, at the end, cost analysis, they
said that it was because of our priorities. But as | went
through them | saw that several of themwere -- fit the
criteria that we had identified and probably should not have
been zeroed out based on that criteria. And, so the only
change, or inprovenent on what CRC did, which |I think they
did an excellent job --

SIMONS: They did an excellent job.

JEFFREY: -- but | just want to see sone of these groups
that were left out, what we can -- or if there is anything
we can do across the board to put them back in, wthout

goi ng through themindividually. | have one, two, three,
four, five, six, seven, eight, nine, ten -- at least ten.
SIMONS: | guess |I'lIl ask Deborah, if you could -- Deborah,

you want to give us an overview of how nmuch noney is |eft,
and how we have done so far, and if there's noney left after
we switch it around?

FERRIS: Ckay, I'mgoing to let Ms. Alcock do the totals.
SI MONS:  Ckay.

FERRI' S: Because she's got themin front of her, and | don't
have a conputer running yet.

SI MONS:  Heidi?
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ALCOCK: Ckay, you do have the new Bl ock Gant chart
tonight, which | know we're going to discuss secondly, but
the totals |I'mabout to give you are based on the new Bl ock
Grant chart and electronic --

SI MONS: (I naudi bl e)

ALCOCK: Yes. In all, there is a surplus of 100- --
$109,000. It's 109,872 to be exact, that's indicated from
the | ast page of your Block Grant chart. The charts that
you have before you represent the 20% adm n. pl anni ng bei ng
maxed out, so you're in balance with admn. planning. And
it shows that for public service you actually have a surpl us
of 322,150 -- it's about 322,000, however, you have to wei gh
t hat against the fact that you only have, technically,
109,000. So if you choose to spend that 322- in public
service, you would have to find about 222,000 sonmewhere el se
in the budget to be in bal ance.

SIMONS: Well, | think what we m ght do, if the

Comm ssioners agree with ne, if you have any changes t hat
you want to nmake anywhere to this docunent or anywhere el se,
just state it now, so we don't have to go through each one
of them we start there first.

GLENN: M. Chai rman?

MR, S| MONS: M hmm

MR.
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GLENN: | would like to just say, to the Conm ssion and the
staff, that I will have to agree that the CRC
recommendation, | do agree with very much, and | would |ike

to suggest there is not any, other than what the
Comm ssi oner yesterday tal ked about, that we are to accept
t he reconmmendati ons and nove forward unl ess --

SIMONS: | have a couple of changes to be nmade now.
GLENN:  Ckay.
SIMONS: So when we finish with all the changes we have to

make, we can finish
GLENN: Ckay, thank you.
SI MONS:  Anyone el se need to make any changes?

BRUHN: Did you get the M nutes?
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SIMONS: HmP

BRUHN: Did you get the M nutes?

SIMONS: Yeah. W're on page 24, item-- item 240.

GLENN: 2407

SIMONS:  Mm hnm

GLENN:  Danon House?

SIMONS: That's the Danon House. | would like to see that

rai sed from 70,000 to a hundred thousand.
TILLMAN: To a hundred t housand?

SIMONS: Mmhmm  Anybody el se, any others that have any
coment s?

CASON:  Yes, | have, on page 18.
SI MONS: 187

CASON: 13 -- 18. Apparently there's sone sort of
di screpancy, if we could discuss this for a nonent.

SIMONS: What's the nunber of that one? Page 18, what
nunber ?

CASON:  It's 281, | guess.
SIMONS: 281. kay, go ahead.

CASON: "I neligible: no docunentation that board neets
quarterly.” And | understand that this -- this was included
in the docunentation, about the board neeting quarterly.
SIMONS: Heidi, can you nmake a comment on that, or Deborah?

FERRIS: Well, there is a question in the application that

says, "How often does the board neet?" |Is that howit's
worded? Oh, here it is. "List dates and tines of
organi zati ons' regul ar board neetings." There was not an

answer, as | understand it, to that question. The agency
has provided, today, information that indicates that they do
meet quarterly, but -- and we had actually raised this with
CRC, and they have been funded other years, so the
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presunption is that they were. But CRC was sort of hard and
fast about the fact that the informati on needed to be in the
proposal and they shouldn't have to rely on previous
applications. You know, that question was there and al

t hey needed to do was answer it. And so that was the

deci sion they nmade, and | think they -- they followed that
procedure pretty consistently throughout their entire review
and chose not to fund it.

S| MONS: Not fund because of --

BRUHN: And that's consistent with the -- with the criteria
saying that the applications have to be conplete.

SIMONS: Have to be conpl ete.
CASON:  So the application was inconplete?

BRUHN: It was inconplete because that was not -- are there
two questions, | believe?

TILLMAN. Well, the first half of the board question was not
answered, so there were like four questions in total that
was not answered. The only thing that was supplied was the
board address, their nanme and address, none of the questions
wer e answer ed.

SIMONS: None of the questions were answer ed.

TI LLMAN: Not related to the board.

SIMONS: Not related to the board, okay. Wll, | suppose
there's nothing we can do.

CASON: That's the case, | know | have a conmuni cation here,
which is -- in other words, what is here was not in the

appl i cation?

BRUHN: Correct. | don't know what you have. |If that's
what was submtted to our office, it was not in the
appl i cation.

CASON: Can | just read this, and we can go on?
SIMONS:  Sure, go ahead.

BRUHN: Sur e.
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Pl anni ng Departnment: "To Wiom It May Concern," it says,
"This is to certify that the bylaws in Gty Year, Inc., a
nati onal organi zation, under (inaudible) 1.C3, we operate in
Detroit, specify nolimtation on the nunber of board
menbers for |local site (inaudible), however, a range of 20
to 25 is recoomended.” And it says, "pertinent," says Cty
of Detroit, City Year has 22 active board nenbers el ected by
the board and two designated corporate representatives,
etcetera, etcetera. Now here's the |ast paragraph that |
think that we -- "In addition, our board neets quarterly, in
March, June, Septenber and Decenber, and has done so since
our founding in 1999. As exanple, to date, the neetings for
t he 2004- 2005 are docunented on the | ast page of each
nmeeti ng agenda of the board 2004 neeting, Decenber 2004
neeting attached. The neeting dates are June 15th, 2004,
Septenber 17th, 2004, Decenber 8th, 2004, March 9th, 2004,
and June 29th, 2005." So this information here, what we're
saying was not included in the application.

TI LLMAN:  Yes.

SIMONS: There was no -- there was no minutes, anything from
t hose board neetings?

TI LLMAN:  No.

SIMONS: Ckay. Do you have a question?

CHRI STENSEN: No, | didn't have a question

SIMONS: Okay. Nowif we can go onto -- to -- | think,

Tony, you want to go into the list that we have there?

JEFFREY: Yeah. You know, the fact that these groups were
funded and the only reason they were elimnated was because
CRC felt -- and I"'mnot blamng CRC -- they felt that they
were follow ng our guidelines and elimnating groups they
did not believe would fit with what we felt our proprieties
were, and when | went through sonme of these groups | see
that, in ny mnd, that's not the case. Dom nican Literacy
is one, Manhood, Safe Center, Detroit Center for Youth, Don
Bosco, there's several here that | think are youth-rel ated,
that would definitely fit within the priorities that we
identified. So I don't know what the cost would be, | think
| figured if we took all the ones on this list, which I'm
not in favor of, because sone of them| think m ght be

8
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guestionabl e, but there are several that | think pretty
clearly fit within the priorities that we established, so |
would i ke for us to put them back in, and we need to find

the noney without -- | don't want get into going through, as
Comm ssi oner G enn said, each one, but | think that froma
status, froman activity standpoint, is there any -- any

public service in Block Gant?

ALCOCK:  Yeah, there's actually one item it's for the Human
Services Departnent, there's a program for substance abuse
at the Human Services Departnent that's being shipped into
Pl anni ng and Devel opnent. W just found this out when the
Mayor's budget came in this week, and it's for $80, 000.

It's not to support any staff, but it's to support the
actual services associated with that program so it's
$80,000 in Block Grant. And the remai nder that you have
overall, 322- that can be spent -- 322,000 that can be spent
in public service, but you will have to take at |east
220,000 from sone ot her pl ace.

JEFFREY: 220, 0007

ALCOCK: Because you only have 100- of a real surplus
overall.

JEFFREY: Ckay.

ALCOCK:  The ot her 200- would have to be taken from a non,
from sonme other non-public service item if you want to add
public service by that nuch.

JEFFREY: So we can take sonething froma non-public service
and add it to public service?

ALCOCK: Right, you can do sone tradeoff, but up to 322-.

JEFFREY: Ckay. | would -- which |eads nme to ny second
point: | thought that one of our priorities was senior honme
repair, but | thought we had had sonme di scussions, and naybe
this year is not the year to do it, but | thought we had had
sone di scussi ons about any other hone repair being nore
targeted to code enforcenent and possibly | ow interest

| oans, or sonmething to that nature. |It's probably too |ate
to craft a programof that nature, but | would like to
recomend that when you put these groups back in, that we

t ake the $322,000 --
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ALCOCK: It would be over, just over 200, 000.

JEFFREY: -- fromthe non-senior hone repair prograns.
SIMONS: Also, | mght add -- go ahead, Marsha.

BRUHN: Well, | just would like ~-- first of all, JoAnn
Jeromn is not here, so Ms. Buckner is here today. For al
of us, we would Iike you to go one by one so we have a
proposal nunber and a nane.

JEFFREY: Ckay, alright.

BRUHN. And nake sure we have a conplete --

JEFFREY: | can just nanme the ones that |I'm | ooking at.
BRUHN: R ght.

SIMONS: |I'msorry, Susan, you had a question?

GLASER | was actually going to ask for your other five,

because you only gave us five. And then | was going to ask
Hei di, you said that the noney was transferred from Pl anni ng
-- from Human Services to Planning and Devel opnent for drug
abuse?

ALCOCK: Under the new Mayor's proposed budget cut.
GLASER: Thank you, | just wanted to be clear.

SI MONS:  Conmmi ssi oner Christensen, you had a question?
CHRI STENSEN: No, | just would |ike to go ahead and ask
Comm ssi oner Jeffrey, CRC says it doesn't neet our
priorities --

JEFFREY: Right.

CHRI STENSEN: -- why do you think it does neet the
priorities?
JEFFREY: Because one of our priorities is youth, and | went

t hrough each one of these and many of them do address the

i ssue of youth and -- and I'mnot evaluating their
effectiveness or all of that. | would assune that if CRC
did that and they put themin for funding, the only reason
they were taken out was because they felt at the last mnute

10
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they had to bal ance the budget and they felt that these
groups did not neet our priorities, and I -- | tend to

di sagree with themon several of them | believe that they
do. So if there's sone funding, sonme noney, and | would

al so -- Comm ssioner Sinons added anot her 30,000, so that's
going to have to cone from sonewhere, so |'m recomendi ng
that --

SIMONS: | suppose we can go through this |ist.
JEFFREY: |'mrecomendi ng that --
SIMONS: Maybe there are sone you have questions with, and |

have a question about a couple.

JEFFREY: You know, | don't want to, nyself, | don't want to
have to go through each one of them | just take for
granted that CRC felt they were val uabl e organi zati ons and
the only reason they elimnated them was because they felt
that it didn't -- they didn't neet our priority, and so I'm
operating on the assunption that they're val uabl e prograns,
that the only reason they didn't get funded was because of

t hat understanding, so |I'm saying --

SIMONS: To not be funded, which one would you elim nate?

JEFFREY: |'msaying we treat themall -- well, I'm]just
going to give you the 10 that |I'm concerned about, that I

t hi nk shoul d be put back in, and | think they should be put
back in across the board, and the noney cones out of hone
repair, that's my suggestion.

SIMONS: Is there a question?

FERRIS: Well, just a comment to M. Christensen's question.
First off, all the groups, you know, that we |ooked at, in

regards to this, were ones that CRC had initially nmade
recommendati ons to fund.

CHRI STENSEN:  Ri ght .

FERRI S: They were over budget. One of the things that --
that sort of right across the board got cut out were,
because your priorities say youth services, especially
tutoring, they | ooked at prograns that were primarily
recreational, and those went, because they had to solve a
three mllion dollar problem so that was in some regards.
And sone of the other prograns that over tinme the staff has

11
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| earned to | ook at as al nost an econom c devel opnent, |ike
the literacy and sone of those, they're public services, but
they -- they enable people to get jobs. CRC was not | ooking
at those prograns fromthat perspective, and that may have
been because of the way we wote the description. You know,
we tal ked about literacy and learning to read, and didn't
say learning to read to get a job, so those were on the
chopping block, too. So I think if you have -- certainly on
the ones, we can discuss how we think it does or doesn't

fit, if you have a question about that.

SIMONS: Go ahead, nane the 10, Tony.

JEFFREY: And actually | | ooked at the nmeno fromthe staff,
and so what |I'msaying kind of fits with what they said. |
think we requested, or asked that staff take a | ook at
these. So let ne start again: Dom nican Literacy; Manhood.

BRUHN: Okay, now wait.

JEFFREY: Nunber five.

SIMONS: There are no nunbers.

JEFFREY: | have the proposal nunbers. Proposal Nunber 5,

Dom ni can Literacy; Proposal Nunber 31, Manhood; Proposal
Nunber 74, Safe Center.

SI MONS:  Whi ch one now?
JEFFREY: Saf e Center.
S| MONS: Saf e Center?

JEFFREY: Nunber 74. Proposal 109, Detroit Center for
Yout h; Nunmber 126, Don Bosco; 153, Gray and Gray; 204, Think
Detroit; 249, Boys and Grls Cub; 316, Mrygrove, | think
that's what that is.

SIMONS: Marygrove. (Ckay, 316.

JEFFREY: Marygrove. And how many is that?

CHRI STENSEN:  Ni ne.

JEFFREY: And the other one would be -- | said Boys and

Grls Cub, right? Gay and G ay.

12
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CHRI STENSEN:  You said Gray and G ay.

JEFFREY: Oh, okay. A senior nonent, hold on one second.
I"'ma senior. I'ma part of AARP, did I tell you all?
Alright, just to nmake sure. The other one was Masters.
CASON:  Whi ch one?

JEFFREY: Masters, 332.

FERRIS: Msters Mssion, Geater Gace.

JEFFREY: Yeah, 332. Those were the ones.

CASON:  |I'm 1l ooking at the neno. Are you |looking at it?

SIMONS: The menp is also in here.

CASON: Oh, okay. | didn't see the Masters, though --
JEFFREY: Well, | had another list that | was | ooking at,
but --

GLASER M. Chair, there's actually three that aren't on
this list: Detroit Center for Youth, Gay and Gay, and
Mast er M ssi on.

SIMONS: Do you got nunbers for those?

JEFFREY: Yeah, | just gave them

GLASER He just gave them |I'mjust identifying the --
BRUHN: |s there a handout that we --

SIMONS: That's the thing, you gave a handout to all of us,
but all of those that they nentioned are not on this
handout, unless there's another handout.

JEFFREY: Ckay.

BRUHN: We have copi es here.

JEFFREY: (kay, so those are groups -- again, let nme be
clear, those are groups that were revi ewed, eval uated,
recomended for funding by CRC. They had a three mllion
dol l ar defs. overage, and the only reason those groups were
| eft out was because they had to solve that overage. So |

13
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don't want to have to go back through each one of these
nmyself. I'mtrusting that they did a thorough eval uation,
and | don't want these groups to be left out because there
may have been a strict interpretation of our priorities, and
so | think that these are good groups and that they shoul d
be put back in.

CASON:  But do we have the funding?

JEFFREY: M recommendation is that we take the noney from
non-seni or home repair, and | think we have 330 -- -22,000
in public service; we may not be able to fund themall, but
that's nmy suggesti on.

ALCOCK: I n response to how this affects the big picture, if
all those groups were to be reinstated at 50-, which is the
mnimumthis year, 50,000 would be the m ni num agreed upon
by Council, it would require that you find $207,850 in
public service sonmewhere else to be within the 15% public
service cap. And that includes the $30,000 that was already
added for Danon's House.

S| MONS: Do we have -- we don't have that nuch. W don't
have that nuch?

AL COCK: You would have to find it fromother itens in here.

SIMONS: Well, | mght say this, anyone who gets public --
getting public service this tinme, that has unspent nonies
frombefore, do you have any --

FERRIS: Well, we've actually, just today, got the -- the
Contact Status Report, so we may actually have that answer,
but we haven't even begun to have the tine to get --

SIMONS: | suggest that you | ook to those groups that have
nmoney, have not spent it, and you take it fromthere first,
that's my opinion.

FERRIS: | know there are sonme, because there were a few
contracts that have gone through in the last two weeks --

SIMONS:  Right.
FERRIS: -- that took people well into 2006-2007.

CASON:  But there's sone groups that have not spent noney
sinply because they were not given noney right away.

14
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SIMONS: No, they were -- well, they were awarded funds,
right.

CASON:  They may have been awarded, but they may not have
received it.

SIMONS: | don't know, that's what | want to know. Go
ahead, Kat hy.
VWENDLER: | would just ask that staff give us the contract

date when we | ook at those issues.

JEFFREY: We're not going to have --

VENDLER:  Not now, not now.

SIMONS: Right, okay.

JEFFREY: W have to vote tonight, though

VENDLER: Right, right. Question, if | may, M. Chair.
SI MONS:  Sur e.

VWENDLER: | was wondering what we've allocated for

denolition, and | just --

SIMONS: Well, that's going into the Block Gant, we'll get
to that next.

VWENDLER: | apol ogize. No wonder | didn't see it.

BRUHN: The answer is six mllion.

VENDLER:  Ckay.

JEFFREY: One other point now Does the waiver still -- is
that still in existence?

FERRI S: W understood that the waivers didn't exist,

because the Enpowernent Zone is over.
JEFFREY: |Is over, okay.

FERRI S: The Pl anning Departnment has indicated differently,
and that they may in fact extend those waivers.

JEFFREY: Ckay.

15
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FERRIS: O take advantage of sone -- sone piece of the
federal guidelines that allows us to go beyond the 10 years.

JEFFREY: So that woul d probably hel p, because | see several
groups in here that are in the Enpowernent Zone. So | think
with one of the groups, | see Latino Famly Services, that's
in there.

SI MONS: Conmi ssi oner Cason?

CASON:  Yeah, this is ny last attenpt to understand, the
nmoney woul d be taken fromthe non-senior --

JEFFREY: Hone repair.

CASON:  -- home repair. Ddn't we say that we would like to
have nore noney in honme repair and | ess noney in denolition?
Didn't we say sonething in regards to that?

JEFFREY: W did say that, but our priority was senior home
repair, and we said that we felt, in our discussions, that
ot her hone repair noney should be tied to either code
enforcenent or to sonme type of --

SI MONS: Low i nterest | oan.

JEFFREY: -- low interest loan. Since we don't have the
time, the ability to put something like that in place, to ne
that's a place to get the noney to take care of this. This
won't hurt, | think, overall, we're not -- | think there's
quite a few hone repair groups in there, so this is not
going to --

FERRIS: Right. Wll, there's 30 -- | think, 32 hone
repairs.

JEFFREY: 32, so we're talking three mllion --

FERRIS: It may be that you want to take a | ook at who you
want to fund, and if there is anybody you want to unfund for
what ever reason and then | ook at the whole picture -- I'm
not saying wal k through the whole group. But | think once
you get to the Block Grant budget, you nmay find sone pl aces
that naybe are nore | ogical than the honme repair to renove
sone funding from

JEFFREY: | see one, but | didn't want to bring it up.

16
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VWENDLER: Just a point of clarification: Ms. Alcock is
saying that in order to fund their recomended groups that
we've identified, not only would we have to find noney from

JEFFREY: Hone repair.

VENDLER: -- hone repair, but we'd have to take 200, 000 away
fromcurrently funded human service groups.

ALCOCK:  Public service.

VENDLER: Public service. I|I'msorry, public service.
ALCOCK:  Yes.

VWENDLER: Okay, | just wanted to be clear. Thank you.
SIMONS: Well, is it feasible to collect those who have not

spent the noney, if you can do it? Take a |ook at the group
and go over it, do what you can.

CASON:  Sure, | think we would have to first look at it,
because if they didn't receive the noney, you know, in tine,
it's not their fault that they haven't spent it. | think we
woul d have to look at it and see why they didn't spend the
noney.

SIMONS: Is it possible we could get a contract date when
t he noney was all ocat ed?

ALCOCK: Well, as Ms. Ferris indicated, yes, we just got
that information delivered to our office this norning so --

SIMONS: You just got it in today.

ALCOCK: -- we certainly wll begin to go through that
informati on and find obvi ous candi dates where there woul d
not be a lapse in funding. | think that's the goal, is to

find groups that have enough noney, and where their contract
dates are situated so that they wouldn't have a |l apse if
they were not funded this year. The problemis that we
woul d not be able to give you that list at this tine.

JEFFREY: Right.

SIMNS: Right.
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ALCOCK: But we could certainly begin to work through that.
| don't know what that does in terns of your desire to
present a bal anced budget to the Council for --

SIMONS: Well, what we can do, in ny opinion, is to do what
you can with this group, look at it and fund what you can
wi t hout goi ng over budget.

CHRI STENSEN: Personally, before | vote on this, | would

li ke to know what groups are going to | ose noney before |
even, you know --

SIMONS: Right, okay.

CHRI STENSEN: -- would want to vote on this.

JEFFREY: So you're saying -- oh, I'msorry, M. Chair.
SIMONS: Go ahead.

JEFFREY: Based on the nunber of groups, it's what? It's
500, 000? You said we had 332- -- -22,000 left in public
service that we can use.

ALCOCK: Yes, that's true.
JEFFREY: Before we hit the cap.
ALCOCK: Ri ght.

JEFFREY: So if we took 322,000 from honme repair, we
woul dn't have a problem and gave that anmount to --

ALCOCK: The nunber ends up becom ng nore than 20, 000 that
you have to take from hone repair, which --

JEFFREY: Ckay, so we would be over the cap.

ALCOCK: The problemis you' re over the P.S. cap.

JEFFREY: Right.

ALCOCK: So it's a problemwithin the P.S. category.

JEFFREY: Right, we would be over the P.S. cap.

ALCOCK:  About 200, 000.

SIMONS: Can you take noney from honme repair and put it back
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into public service?

MS. ALCOCK: The solution has to happen within public
service, at least for 200,000, the rest of it can be --

SIMONS: How many -- how nmany people with hone repair nonies
who have not spent the noney? | don't know what program
we're using, if the Planning Departnent didn't get the
commtnents fromthe comunity, didn't start repairing hones
until (inaudible).

ALCOCK:  That was included in the package of information
that was provided to us just this norning. The difficulty
is that we do have a conprehensive list fromthe departnent
which is going to be very helpful, the difficulty is that
the departnent has given us a list of all the honme repair
groups in the whole universe, as opposed to -- we have to
sort of cross-check that against the 32-plus Bl ock G ant
ones that are recommended in this budget. So that |I'm sure
that there will be groups that we can find, but again, it's
anot her situation where we need to be able to cross-check
the |ist.

SIMONS: Well, Marsha, when do Council -- when do they have
to vote?
BRUHN: Wien do they have to vote?

SIMONS:  Yeah. Wen are they going to vote?

BRUHN. Well, I'"'mnot -- I'"mnot sure what date they're
actually going to vote.

FERRIS: It's scheduled for the 24th of WMy.

BRUHN:. Well, that's -- that's their final day, when they
have to take action on the whole budget, the whole City
budget .

SI MONS:  Okay.

BRUHN:. But usually what happens is, when they concl ude
their discussions on Block Gant and NOF, they usually have
a straw vote.

SI MONS: Straw vot e.

BRUHN: Now | ast year, | think the discussions went right
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up, alnost to the end of --
FERRI S: Yeah, they actually have, the |ast couple of years.

BRUHN. So, you know, they're -- but they're scheduled to
start discussion on Monday, so we really have to have a
report, a recomendation fromthe Planni ng Comm ssion, by
Monday norning. We were hoping to give them sonething

tomorrow. Their Block Gant -- their Block Grant -- they've
got discussions through April 21st and then | think, as I
recall, they pick up in May or June, on a couple of days. |
can |l ook, I can check while I"'msitting here.

JEFFREY: Then | woul d suggest, to make it sinpler, and |
know this is tough, that we do the nunber -- if we did six
groups, we would still be wthin public service, right, cap?

VWENDLER R ght .

JEFFREY: So | would suggest that we fund six groups -- siXx
groups off this list. | have ny suggested ones, but --

SIMONS: Which are?

JEFFREY: Wiich are just the ones | called off. | have sone
that | really think are great, and sone that | would like to
see --

SIMONS: Just give us the ones you want.
JEFFREY: Cut to the chase. Nunber 5.
SIMONS:  Nunber 5.

JEFFREY: Dom ni can Literacy.

SIMONS:  Ckay.

FERRI S: What page of the chart; does sonebody know where it
is on the chart?

JAMVES: Yes, page 34.
JEFFREY: Page 34. They would all get 50, right?
FERRI S: Ckay.

JEFFREY: Nunber 204, Think Detroit.
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GLENN:  Which one? Wat was that |ast one, Tony?

JEFFREY: 204, Think Detroit.

TILLMAN:  Page 68 -- | nean, 86.
JEFFREY: Nunber 316, Masters M ssion (sic) -- | nean,
Marygrove. |'msorry.

SIMONS: Marygrove. That's -- no, that's 316.

JEFFREY: Right.

CASON:  What was the one before that? The one before that?
JEFFREY: The one before that was Think Detroit.

CASON:  Think Detroit, okay.

TILLMAN:  Marygrove is | ocated on 58?

JEFFREY: Right.

SIMONS:  Mm hnmm

JEFFREY: Nunber -- okay, everybody, three so far, right?
SI MONS:  Yeah.

JEFFREY: Nunber 74, Safe Center.

SIMONS: 74, that's Safe Center; okay, that's four.
JEFFREY: Right. Nunber 31, Manhood.

SIMONS: That's five.

JEFFREY: And Nunber 126, Don Bosco Hall.

SIMONS: 126. (Il naudible) Mchigan, is that the one? Which
one is that now? |'msorry.

JEFFREY: | beg your pardon?
SI MONS: Which one is 1267
JEFFREY: 126 is Don Bosco Hall.

SIMONS: Onh, Don Bosco. GCkay, that's nunmber six, right?
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Now how can you tell us what nonies you have for that right
now, can you do that?

ALCOCK: We're just slightly, slightly, slightly over in
public service, but I think that it's okay, we can handle

that; it's very insignificant. 1In ternms of the overal
overage, you would need to bal ance -- you would need to find
220, 000 anywhere in the budget overall, so that could cone

fromhome repair, if that's your choice, or sone other item
if that's your choi ce.

SI MONS: Comm ssioner G enn, you have a question?

GLENN:  Yeah. M question was concerning NOF and the hone
repair. You know, prior to -- | think this year or |ast
year we were able to, |ike mnor honme repair, $50, 000,
that's the nost that we would put in, but | understand now
they have put the lead into that pot, that we -- if they get
a honme, | nean, to build, if we eradicate the |ead out of
that pot, so that neans that we're not getting the anmount of
home that we -- have been done over a period of year with
the 15,000. If we got 60,000, we could do four hones, now
we can't do that if they have any | ead.

SI MONS: 25,000, right?

BRUHN: Well, you know, you mght only be able to do two
hones.

SIMONS:  Right.
BRUHN: (I naudi bl e) two hones.

GLENN: That's -- that's what |'msaying. So we can't | ook
at that as -- nowthe way |'mseeing it, at $60, 000, that we
can do four hones anynore. W nay be able to do two. [|I'm
sayi ng that we cannot, at |east see the Comm ssion, see that
we going to reduce hone repair anynore, because of the fact
that we have already allowed the lead to go into hone
repair. That may -- you said, if you get $60,000, you got
two hones, that's the nost you can do.

SIMONS: Well, that's true, Comm ssioner.
GLENN:  Am | right?

SIMONS: That's a good point.
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ALCOCK: It is true, it is true. And that's precisely the
reason that CRC chose to fund all the hone repair groups at
100, 000, because what that neans is that they can actually
do four houses.

GLENN: That's ny point right there, exactly. So, unless we
-- | said earlier, | cannot see us reducing the CRC
recommendation any |lower than what it is already at this

poi nt, because the nost you can get out of it is four hones
at $100,000, if they have any lead in it at all.

SIMONS: Well, how would that affect it, if you took things
from--

ALCOCK: Well, you do have a problemin ternms of, you need
to find $220, 000 somewhere, but at this point anything is
fair game. So as you | ook through, maybe the Bl ock G ant
chart or, you know, itens in the NOF chart, if there's itens
that you think shouldn't be supported, that would -- that
woul d help free up noney. So it doesn't have to cone from
home repair, it could come fromanything at this point.

It's an overage that's overall in the budget.

CASON: But if we're to do this tonight, you see, like the
Comm ssioner just said, you can't vote on it.

SIMONS: Is it true that --

CASON: We're up in the air again now, a serious budget.
BRUHN: Well, except -- could I, through the Chair?

SI MONS: Go ahead.

BRUHN: $220,000 is not a |lot of noney to find when you | ook
at the whole Bl ock G ant.

SIMONS: Right, right.

BRUHN: So it may be that if you get concurrence that these
are the -- well, these six groups plus the other one, if you
agree these are the kind of groups you want to end, then
woul d suggest that you tenporarily close down NOF and go to
the Block Grant. And when you go through the Bl ock G ant
you may say, well, look, let's take 100,000 fromthis, or
50,000 fromthis, to get to that 220, 000.
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JEFFREY: W got plenty of opportunities.

SIMONS: Well, then let's defer this until we | ook at the
Bl ock Grant. M. Christensen?

CHRI STENSEN: | have no probl ens.

SIMONS: Okay. But, Heidi, you look |ike, that you're not
quite ready with this suggestion.

ALCOCK: Ch, no problem no, no.

CASON:  She just don't want to be any further confused.
SIMONS:  She was al nost |ike Don Knotts --

GLENN: M. Chairman?

SI MONS:  Yeah.

GLENN:  And I'm | ooking at the Block G ant.

SIMONS: Okay, we were fixed to go -- first of all, we're
going to close out NOF for right now, continue to work on
that, we'll go on to Block Grant. |Is that okay?

GLENN:  Alright.

SIMONS: (Ckay, go ahead.

GLENN: Now am | correct, when | ook at -- that's 144 on
page 23, denolition and boarding, is that the one that we --
that resident denplition that we -- where we denolish hones

and things of this nature? M. Chairman, may | speak?
SI MONS:  Yes, go ahead.

GLENN: | would like to say, at this point in tinme, that we
woul d accept the staff recommendati on at the $600, 000 (sic).

RIBBRON: Six mllion.

GLENN:  Huh?

RIBBRON: Six mllion. That figure is six mllion.
SIMONS: Six million, not 600, 000.

GLENN:  Oh.
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SIMONS: Six 0's, six mllion.
GLENN:  Oh, I'msorry, six mllion.

SIMONS: But you're saying you recomend the six mllion
i nstead of the seven mllion two hundred and two.

GLENN: Yes, | am
SIMONS:  Ckay.
JEFFREY: That's the staff recomrendati on.

GLENN: The staff recommended six mllion, and I'm going

along with their recomendation -- recomrendati ons.

SIMONS: But that m ght not find anything --

VWENDLER: That doesn't give us the noney that we need to --
SIMONS: Right, the Mayor is taking it out.

VWENDLER: Right, right. It would have to be deducted from
t hat .

JEFFREY: Yeah, it would have to be deducted fromthat six

mllion.

GLENN:  Ch, okay.

BRUHN: M. Chairman?

SI MONS:  Yeah.

BRUHN. | would like the staff to speak to how we -- how we

handl e program i ncone, just so that you all have a picture
of that, because we have a difference from--

VWENDLER:  What page is that?

BRUHN. Well, it's actually the | ast page of the Block G ant
chart, shows estinmated programincone.

SIMONS: Last page?
BRUHN. R ght. There's a chart on the |ast page.
SIMONS: The chart, okay, | see.
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BRUHN. Page 31 of the Block G ant.
SIMONS: Right, | see, okay.

BRUHN: And | just want you to understand, because it |ooks
li ke we could have a | ot nore noney avail able --

SI MONS:  Okay.
BRUHN: -- for programm ng than we chose to take.

GULOCK: On the last page, you'll see the Mayor listed --
under "Estimated Program | ncone" the Mayor listed 5,015, 686
and that's nade of the two costs -- that's nade up of two
itenms: one is the 2.6 mllion, whichis fromPD -- PDD
adm ni stration; we get noney fromland sal es and

m scel | aneous things. The other piece of it is from
repaynent fromdifferent projects, particularly 108
projects, and that total is about 1.4 mllion. So we've
agreed -- our programincone is about a mllion dollars
less, it's 4,095,186. So we've agreed with this 2.6 mllion
fromland sales, etcetera, but we do not think his revenues
for the 108s m ght be as high as he's projecting, because
he's |listed sone projects that aren't up and runni ng yet.
So ours is a little -- ours is nore conservative, | think.
But | can go through the projects that we're tal king about
w th you.

JEFFREY: So is this four mllion actual or not?
GULOCK: They're both projections of revenue.
JEFFREY: (kay.

GULOCK: The Mayor's is higher than ours.

JEFFREY: So this is not noney that we're using right now,
this is just noney we project com ng?

GULOCK:  Well, it's part of the total and we're spending it.
JEFFREY: We're spending it?

GULOCK: It's part of the total of expected revenue added to
the allocation fromHUD, 43 mllion plus this nunber is what
we have -- what we have to work with

JEFFREY: So when you got this four mllion fromthe Mayor's
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projection, where did it go?

GULOCK: No, the five mllion -- the five mllion is from
t he Mayor's.

JEFFREY: Yeah, | nean, five mllion. But you said four,
what did that -- what was it distributed to?
VENDLER:  Ever yt hi ng.

GULOCK:  There's no way to know.

JEFFREY: Oh, you just calculated it as part of the overal
budget ?

GULOCK: It's in his expenses, but there is no direct --

JEFFREY: | nean, our expenses, in our staff allocations,
where did we -- did we just spread it around?
GULOCK:  Correct.

VENDLER: | would like to know, M. Qulock, which -- which
of the repaynents you do believe are com ng in.

GULOCK:  The Mayor has listed five projects.
VWENDLER: Okay. His include?

GULOCK:  1'll go through themin the order that he has them

He has 720,000 comng in fromthe Book Cadillac Section
108, so the Book Cadillac Corporation would pay the Cty
$720,000 in revenue. The Gty Council did approve that 108,
| think just last year, and | think it was about a 35
mllion dollar 108.

VWENDLER: Has it gone to -- has it cl osed?

GULOCK:  I'mnot aware of a devel oper being selected for the
proj ect .
VENDLER: So we don't even think that that's closed. Ckay,

well that's inportant.

GULOCK: Right. | nean, we don't know if it's feasible at
this point.
VENDLER:  Ckay.
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GULOCK:  That 725,000 we're not counting.
VENDLER:  Ckay.

GULOCK:  So you can subtract that fromthe five mllion the
Mayor's predicting.

VENDLER:  Ckay.

GULOCK:  The next one is the Vernor Longdale project, it's a
Section 108 | oan, we just haven't received --

V\ENDLER: It's not cl osed.

GULOCK: Ckay, it's not closed either, so that's a $95, 500
expected revenue that the Mayor is listing, and we're not
expecting it.

SIMONS: That's projected revenue.

GULOCK:  Yeah, we don't think it's realistic at this tine.

SI MONS:  Okay.

GULOCK: And we hope they prove us wong. The next one is a

Garfield Section 108 | oan, that's on Wodward, south of
Wayne State, and he's expecting $238,169 in repaynents and -

VWENDLER: Do we know if that's cl osed?
GULOCK:  They've been -- that's been cl osed.
VENDLER: And t hey've been payi ng?

GULOCK: Wl l, we understand they have been paying the
interest, but not the principal.

VENDLER:  Ckay.

GULOCK:  So we've kept -- we're projecting that we'll
receive the interest paynent of $133,169 this year, and not
the principal, which --

VENDLER: Interest only.

GULOCK:  Right, which is in the padding.

VENDLER:  Ckay.
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GULOCK:  And then the next one is Riverbend, whichis --

t hey have been naking their paynents, and that's $154, 039,
that we're expecting that as programincone. And the | ast
one is Caraco, Section 108, and that's about 1.1 -- well,
it's $1,129, 785.

SIMONS: That's Caraco?

GULOCK:  Yeah. And we expect themto nake their paynent.
VWENDLER:  So they have been payi ng?

GULOCK:  Ri ght.

VENDLER:  Ckay.

CASON: What happens if none of these people neet their
obl i gations?

GULOCK: It would have to be paid out of other sources of
Bl ock Grant Fund, probably unspent Bl ock G ant Fund. The
Cty would have to reprogram any unspent fund towards the
repaynents.

CASON: And what happens -- |'ve been watching the Garfield
thing -- how long can they go on just paying the interest;
will it get larger, the principal, the interest will becone

nore and nore and nore?

GULOCK:  I'mnot sure, | think -- I"mnot sure. Usually,
sonetinmes the City will renegotiate the repaynent schedul e.
W're not famliar with the day-to-day.

CASON: But | nean, if we just took the logic of it --

GULOCK:  Yeah. The Cty would have to pay the principal

paynments for the -- for Garfield, but I"mnot sure if we've
had to do that, I'"'mnot sure. Sonetinmes they take out bank
loans. |I'mnot sure if they're doing that in this case.

CASON: But that's nore interest, isn't it?
GULOCK: Right. That interest would have to be (inaudible).
CASON: G ves ne a headache.

VENDLER: Because this has been one of ny packagi ng over
the years, it is very straight, the repaying. That's when
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it was in the original Block Gant.
CASON: That's the bed and breakfast?

GULOCK: Right. If we could step back a little bit, there's
five other 108 groups out there. | think five, maybe,
they're listed in the chart, and we had nunbers in them| ast
week, but the Mayor is not putting nunbers --

VWENDLER R ght .

GULOCK:  -- in his budget. There's Ferry Street,
St uber st one.

VWENDLER R ght .

GULOCK:  And | think Ferry -- Ferry Street Inn is not nmaking
ever yt hi ng.

VWENDLER: Okay. And New Anst er dan?
GULOCK: That one |I'd -- I'mnot sure about that one.

VENDLER: Because that's new, okay. GCkay. And Garfield is
Garfield | and Il, so --

GULOCK:  Yeah, we accidentally conbined themon our chart.
VENDLER:  Okay, okay. That's okay.

GULOCK:  Ri ght.

VWENDLER:  Alright, | just wanted an update on this.
GLENN: I'mstill on --

SI MONS: Huh?

GLENN:  I'd still like to discuss this denolition.
SI MONS:  Ckay.

CASON:  What page are you on?

SIMONS: It's page 23.

GLENN:  23.

SIMONS: Go ahead.
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GLENN:  No, |I'masking the question with that, how can we
reduce this anount of noney that the Mayor has --

SIMONS: No, he's -- you're tal king about the CRC staff
recommended six mllion.

GLENN:  Right.

SIMONS: Arrived at that because you thought that was
conservative, is that right?

BRUHN: Well, we know that the Conm ssioners are stressing
home repair.
SIMONS: Right.

BRUHN:  And nei ghbor hood preservation. And we al so know
that denolition is not proceeding the way it used to.

SI MONS:  Okay.

BRUHN. There was a tinme when -- M. Loper and | both
remenber it, we were talking about it earlier -- when the

Bl ock Grant denolition noney ran out, like in January, and
there was no noney for the rest of the year, and so the City
woul d borrow ahead on next year's noney. Well, we're just
doing a lot less denplition than we used to.

VENDLER: That's good news.

M5. BRUHN. Well, as long as we're not getting further
behind, it's good news. But it is true that when -- when
dangerous buil dings are brought before Gty Council now, a
| ot of themare withdrawn because people are, you know,
pl anni ng the rehabs on them so that part is good, there
aren't as many. But anyway, we -- we cut it down -- | guess
| should ask staff to respond -- but we cut it down because
-- because of the Comm ssioners' priorities, and to try to
focus nore of the Block Gant noney on preservation and
rehab/stabilization activities.

GLENN:  That's why | -- you know, | was looking at it and |
think in our prior discussion we tal ked about going after
ones that -- only these buildings to get our noney back from

t hem based upon the fact that we have noney here, we done
paid out the noney to denolish the building, and now we were
sayi ng that they should be responsible for repaying the City
for denolishing that building and that's -- that's the
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reason why I'msaying | don't think we need it any nore if
we're going to -- and we are taking that stand on trying to
get the ones who own the buildings to repay the noney to the
Cty.

SIMONS: Go ahead. Susan, first.

GLASER  Thank you, M. Chair. | agree w th nei ghborhood
preservation, but | think you have to have a nei ghborhood to
preserve it, okay? Now |l want to reiterate what happened,
bring back two years, what happened to nme. M bl ock was
fully intact two years and four nonths ago. At the time we
had a fire in a hone down the street fromne, it's been
boarded up for 28 nonths, they just took it down Saturday.
In the neantine, | have two nore boarded up honmes on ny
block in the last week and a half. | don't know t hat
denolition is where we should cut. Maybe there's sone ot her
t hings we should be doing with denolition. |If they're doing
| ess denolition and getting nore noney or the sanme anount of
nmoney, we shoul d be | ooking at what we're being charged.

SIMONS: That's true.

GLASER: And | asked | ast week to | ook at how nmany houses
are goi ng down on the west side as opposed to the east side,
because it took 28 nonths to get a beautiful brick home torn
down in ny nei ghborhood, it was conpletely denolished in
that second fire.

SIMONS: Tell me this, Susan, one house was torn down, do
you think it could have been reserved -- preserved?

GLASER:  No.

SIMONS: It could not be preserved?
GLASER  There is no way.

SIMONS:  No way?

GLASER:  Uh-uh. In fact, 28 nonths, the first tinme we seen
t he owner of the house since, who by the way was the person

t hat was convicted of burglary, he went to jail, he's out,
he canme back the next day and wanted to know who tore down
his house. 1In the neantine, like |I said, on Good Friday

nmor ni ng, the house across the street fromhim wth
beautiful brick | edge, went up in flames. This past
Saturday night, the corner house on ny bl ock, the brick
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house -- | woke up Sunday norning, on ny way to church, it
was boarded up. |I'mthrough. W have to do sonethi ng about
denol i tion.

SI MONS:  Okay, Tony.

JEFFREY: | will say | feel your pain, but the thing is, you
feed a nonster like denolition, it never ends. You're
putting in 15 20 mllion dollars a year, and we still --

15, | was wth the Pl anning Comm ssion 15 years, | was there
when they were putting 15 million dollars in denolition, 20
mllion dollars, it never stops. The nore noney you put in,
they just tear down nore houses and nore vacant houses pop
up. It becones a never-ending cycle. As long as you put
the noney there, contractors are going to -- |ike you said,
t he one guy, burned his house. GCkay, the Gty tore it down,
is the City going to get their noney back from hin?

GLASER: | don't have a cl ue.
JEFFREY: No.

GLASER: But let ne -- let nme respond to you, M. Jeffrey,
when you're finished. Go ahead.

JEFFREY: Ckay, the point I'"'mtrying to nmake on denolition
is, our tax dollars and M. d enn, Comm ssioner G enn and
others, our tax dollars are constantly fueling the fire of
abandonnent. As |ong as people know we're going to take
care of their property, we're going to tear it down, and
vacant, burn it and leave it, they're going to keep doing
it. And what -- | was listening to Chris tal king about
programincone -- what programinconme cane fromthat 20
mllion dollars that we spent? What programincone? |If |
tear -- tear down your house and have to be responsible for
nmovi ng the waste and burying it, when am| getting ny noney
back? W're not getting it back. So people just burn their
house, wal k away, |eave it, and we dummes, City of Detroit
cone al ong, because we got to tear down these houses, and we
tear them down and never get our noney back. And then the
sane people we tear down their houses, and pack their bricks
and stuff up, sit up and tell us what a terrible city we
are, and how raggedy it is, and we're spendi ng our taxpayer
dollars to tear down their houses, and we don't get any
money back fromit.

GLASER Can | respond?
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JEFFREY: That is absolutely --

GLASER Now I'mgoing to respond to you. You're singing to
the choir, but | would bet noney, how many people on this
Comm ssi on have abandoned, torn up hones on their bl ock that
they're living next door to, that rats are running in and

out of ? How many people on this Comm ssion are in the
predi canent |I'min?

JEFFREY: | under st and.

GLASER. Wi ch nost Detroiters are in.
JEFFREY: | under st and.

GLASER  kay.

JEFFREY: But | think our approach has got to be nore
nmeasur e.

GLASER: | understand that.

JEFFREY: You just can't keep throw ng noney at the problem
of denolition, and that's what we've been doi ng.

GLASER | agree with that, and | said that to begin with
JEFFREY: Ckay, | agree, alright.

CASON: Before you -- just get a light bulb for ne.
GLASER Say it again?

CASON: A light bulb.

SI MONS: Go ahead.

VENDLER:  You know, one of the things that we can do, that

begins to address, | think, our priorities, is the
denolition dollars need to go into the nei ghborhood. None
of those denolition dollars should be used -- and
particularly to M. Jeffrey's point -- for comerci al
bui | di ng.

JEFFREY: Right.

VENDLER: | mean, let's nake sure, and | don't know how we
do this, Ms. Bruhn, but if there is any way we coul d
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recommend to City Council, that with limted denolition
dollars we want to ensure that every |last penny of those
dol l ars goes into nei ghborhood, critical public health and
safety hazards, as opposed to, you know, conmerci al
building. And comrercial building is supposed to make
nmoney, so if it's not making noney, that property owner
either needs to sell it or take it down at his own cost.
And when we've got limted public funds to do the kinds of
public health and safety issues that Comm ssioner d aser is
referring to, | think we need to be incredibly targeted with
our doll ars.

SIMONS: Do you have a question? Dr. Cason, you have a
coment ?

CASON:  No, | just want a light bulb.
SIMONS: (Okay, go ahead. |[|'msorry.

CHRI STENSEN:  You know, | got to, have to agree with Susan
on this. Her block is a good -- is a good expl anati on of
what happens when you don't tear houses down. It's like a
cancer. You know, if you wait a while -- you know, she had
what, two years four nonths fromthe tinme the first one
burned 'til the next one burned and the next one burned. |
guarantee you, she's going to have nore houses burn on her
block if they don't tear down the houses down there. And I
agree that the owner should go ahead, there is supposed to
be -- there's an ordinance in the Cty of Detroit where the
I nsurance conpani es are supposed to hold back noney before
t hey pay off these houses. But how many houses in the city
of Detroit are insured? You know, how do you get nobney, you
know, froma dead horse? Let's put it that way. And |
think we have to go out and keep denvolishing, because if we
don't it's going to be a cancer, we're going to |lose the
rest of the city of Detroit. | nean, that's just ny
feel i ngs.

GLENN:  Yeah, | think we're |ooking at, what we're saying is
wong -- we are not saying, | amnot saying don't denolish
the hones, |'m not saying that.

SIMONS:  Right.
GLENN: |I'msaying get it done as quick as possible, but go

after the owmmer. If we have to tear down, go after the
owner, and that noney woul d be repl enished back into this
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denolition. That's all |'m saying.

VENDLER:  They owned the house. They have as nuch of an
asset as a house.

GLENN:  |I'mnot saying don't -- that |eave this block of
abandoned hones up. [|I'msaying, if they need to be torn
down tonorrow, take them down. But then, after, if they
don't have the noney to take them down then, after, we go
after them You see what happened, and if you renenbered
years ago, that the landlord went to and appeal ed the

| andl ord/tenant |aw, and we didn't have anything to force
themto take these hones down for many, many years, but now
we do have, under the maintenance -- departnent,

Adm nistration, if you read that, they have now, they can go
after these owners to get their noney back into denolition

SI MONS: Susan.

GLASER: Thank you, M. Chair. |'d just like to respond.
You know, even if it's in the ordinance, the tinme that it
woul d take us to set up a program could be another 28

nmont hs, whi ch woul d mean how many nore nei ghborhoods in the
city of Detroit would suffer what ny nei ghborhood is going
t hrough these past 28 nonths; you know what |'m saying? So
if you cut it now, before the programis up and running,
it'"s like cutting our own throat. |'msaying to get the
program going first and then, you know, by all neans go
after, get the noney back, but protect the people that are
here now, that are paying the taxes, and are struggling to
keep their nei ghborhoods vi abl e.

SIMONS:  Okay, Tony?

JEFFREY: One last point. |If |I'mbaking a cake and | got
all the ingredients except -- if | got sugar, sugar is
needed to nake a cake, but if I don't have the rest of the

ingredients, | can do anything | want and it's not -- |I'm
not going to get a cake. All those nei ghborhoods, it's nore
than just denolition that's creating the problens in our

nei ghborhoods. It's nore than just an abandoned house,
because I know a | ot of unstabl e nei ghborhoods with
abandoned houses on them and they live with those abandoned
houses for years, but they cut the yard, they do other
things to nmake sure that that abandoned house did not tear

t heir nei ghborhood down. W are being bled as a city, |
don't even want to go back and find out how nuch denolition
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noney we spent. And sone of it is good, don't get ne wong,
|"mnot saying -- but contractors and people out there are
bl eeding the city of mllions and mllions of dollars. At
first they used to take the stuff away; now they just dunp
it inthe hole and bury it. So when sonebody cones al ong
the land, tries to build a new house, they got a bunch of
bricks and stuff, now they just go through, tear a house
down, dunp the stuff in the hole, and nove on. | nean they
are bl eeding us, and we just keep punping noney, chuggi ng
money into the hole. And I'mgoing to ask you, 15, 20 years
down the road, you're going to still have abandoned
properties, unless you have a strategy wth denolition being
a part of it, not a way to save nei ghborhoods, it is just
one piece of the pie. And | think we were saying that if
you just keep putting noney in, nobody -- | renmenber when we
-- 1"l frame it up -- when Mayor Archer was in, they said,
"We're going to borrow 60 mllion dollars,” on top of the 15
mllion dollars that we were already spending, and they said
-- and they said -- and Council said, "Okay, but you got to
give us a housing strategy." "W're going to give you one.
First, give us 20 mllion." GCkay, they gave themthe 20
mllion; they spent that for denolition. GCkay, "Now we need
15- nore."” (Ckay, we gave themthat for denolition. They
spent 60 mllion dollars, on top of the noney we were
al ready spendi ng, now we're payi ng noney back to the federal
government for 60 mllion dollars that we took, and do we --
have we solved the problen? And |I'm saying, at sone point
you got to say wait a mnute, let's think this thing
through. Denolition is not --

SIMONS: Susan may respond, and | have a comment.

JEFFREY: One last point. |If we're going to do -- |'m not
going to test denplition at this point right now, since she
said that, but | just think at some point, if we're going to
spend the noney to tear the houses down, we got to have an
aggressive programto collect it back, and we don't have
that. And that was our thinking on it; if you keep putting
the noney in without getting it back, then you're going to
just keep putting it in.

GLASER | agree with you. [|I'mnot --

JEFFREY: | know you're not opposing it. | say, okay, |eave
the denolition noney.

GLASER  But what | want to respond to that, is that for the
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| ast 28 nonths |'ve been |listening to ny nei ghbors who, by
the way, which | failed to rem nd everybody, about a third
of ny bl ock has noved, and a third of the homes on ny bl ock
that used to be owner-occupi ed are now renter-occupi ed, so
we're adding even further to it -- they left because of that
abandoned house; they | eft because nobody was responding to
their phone calls. Even though they were, they didn't
understand that our process is slow, and |I'm being kind. So
| guess that's what |I'msaying; if you turn around and tel
the citizens now we're reducing the noney, and they're
sitting on top of houses in their neighborhood that they're
watching all the time to keep people frompulling children

into themand things like that -- that's horrible, | can't
even in good conscience say | would support that. You know,
and | can't -- the other side, | can't say in good

conscience | want to throw nore noney down the hole either
so maybe the answer is to take the noney out of the
political arena and let the citizens tell where that noney
is going to go.

JEFFREY: |'d vote for that.

SIMONS: Okay. Now if there's an ordinance in place, that
we can go after the honeowner and get the noney back from
bui |l di ngs or hones, is that in place?

BRUHN. | don't believe it -- no, it's not in place.

SIMONS: See, | think what we need to do here is create a
docunent, create the ordinance, to go after the honmeowner or
t he buil ding owner to get the noney back.

GULOCK:  Yeah, we did have the Law Departnent respond to
that question, and they did submt a response just today,
and we passed it out.

SIMONS: What did they say, in essence?

GULOCK:  Well, in essence, they said it's very difficult to
do.
SIMONS: Wiy is it difficult to do?

GULOCK: They give several reasons. The first reason, one
reason is, they say it's very difficult to find the owner of
records. They say, also, sone of these are owned by
corporations, so that those corporations are created to
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protect them-- the question we asked themis: WII| you put
liens on other properties they own around the State of

M chigan? Wich the Cty Code allowed, but they said the
City does not do this, and they said it's difficult, because
it's difficult to track who the owner was.

SIMONS: Who -- who paid the taxes on this house?

GULOCK:  And --

SIMONS: Who paid the taxes?

GULOCK:  Well, it was -- it was a person, but sonetines they
say -- there's also a six-year window, | guess. |If you

don't get to the owner within six years, you can't go after
them And a lot tinmes the property doesn't cone into the
denolition systemuntil six years is alnost up, so we can't
go after them But it would be good if you read over the
letter, but that's a general sunmary.

JEFFREY: So not hing we can do.

SIMONS: That's a general summary. Well, | think we should
save this for discussion at a different tine. Go ahead.

CASON:  Frustrations have been expressed before. | don't
think we can do -- seriously, Conm ssioners, | don't think
we can do nuch about this problem

SI MONS: Go ahead.

GLENN:  Just the last nonth, | asked the Mayor the very sane
question. The Mayor said to ne and | tell him at a neeting
in northwest Detroit, that we have in place now, because of
the changing of the law in Lansing, that we are able to go
after the | andl ords, who own these buildings that we are
denol i shing, and we will be able to get our noney back from
them Those are pretty well the words that he said in a
meeting with approxi mately, about 20 or 25 of us. Because
of the changing of the law in Lansing, that they were able
to doit. Nowthat's what he --

GULOCK: | did forget to nention, the Law Departnent said
they have not filed any |liens against any properties
because, partly because they haven't been asked. So if the
Council -- if they are asked to file |liens agai nst
properties --
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VWENDLER: Ri ght, exactly, nobody has asked this.
SIMONS: Nobody has asked.

GULOCK: Because none have been referred -- none have been
referred to the Law Departnent for investigation. So if we
-- we could ask the Council on your behalf.

SIMONS: Okay. |Is he telling you -- the Law Depart nent
telling you that we can't do it, or we haven't done it
because they haven't been asked?

GULOCK:  Well, both. They say it's difficult to do, but
they're al so saying we haven't been asked. So |I'm curious

what percentage could -- could we go after

BRUHN. Because it does sound, fromthe letter -- as M.

@ul ock indicated, we got a |ot of docunents today -- they're
basically saying we can't do it post -- we can't go after

every person but, you know, if you could go after even 15 or
20% of the properties --

JEFFREY:  Yes.

BRUHN:. -- it would set a tone, it would begin to change the
t hi nking, the culture, whichis, "Oh, | just can just go and
do anything I want and nobody will cone after ne."

SIMONS: | would suggest that we go with the six mllion
staff has recommended, and try to put in place for -- for

the Gty to ask the Law Departnent to go after people that
they can, sone of these people to get the noney back.

GLASER So can't we -- excuse nme, M. Chair -- your
recomendation was to go to the businesses first?

VWENDLER: Well, that any denolition -- that the priorities
for denolition be in the neighborhoods first, the

nei ghbor hood houses, because of the public health and safety
i ssue.

GLASER  Right.

VENDLER: And to comrerci al buildings, second. But
certainly, if we're going to try to collect, we ought to
collect on the comercial buildings as a priority, because

t hose are supposed to be noney-producing. A conmerci al
property is supposed to be adding to the tax base, adding to
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the incone inthe city. And if soneone is sitting on a

commercial building and letting it rot, shane on us for

letting themdo that. It needs to be productive or they
need to take it down.

CASON:  But you have another problem |If you're cutting
enpl oyees at this tine, at this tine we don't even have the
enpl oyees to go out and enforce this, investigate it. |If
you're going to be cutting people now, how are you going to
do this?

SIMONS: Well, we do it sonewhere, we have to cut nore than

JEFFREY: It would be worth it, a ot of corporations, they

don't have -- they don't want to waste their tinme, so they
tell sonmebody, "Hey, you recover this noney for us, you get
to keep 5% of everything you recover." You turn sonebody

| oose on these people and | guarantee you they will recover
t he noney. 5% of what we spend -- man, that will keep
sonebody confortable for a long tine. | don't accept that
you can't do it. If you want to do it, you do it. There is
a way.

GULOCK:  Just, if | may, just to give Ms. Wendl er nore
background, every year we knock out about 5 -- about 5% of
total denolition, 5 to 10%are for comrercial buildings.

So, for exanple, next year we expect to knock down 1,400
bui | di ngs, 200 would be comercial, 1,200 are residential.
There is a pattern for the last four years of 5 to 10% are
comercial. Wether you want it to be less than that, it's
up to you.

JEFFREY: And commercial buildings are usually nore
expensive, right?

VENDLER:  Because they're bigger, right.

JEFFREY: So if we just collected on the commerci al
bui | di ngs.

VENDLER:  Ri ght, exactly.

SIMONS: Okay, we're going to have to nove on, get through
this.

JEFFREY: W still have to -- M. Chair, we still have to
cone up with two hundred and sone thousand. Since M.
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d aser took away our nunber one target, we have to | ook
sonmewher e el se.

S| MONS: No, we're on Bl ock G ant.

JEFFREY: We're on the Block Grant, but we got to conme up
with the noney for NOF

SIMONS: We're going to find it.
GLENN:  We going to find that soneway, sonmehow.

SIMONS:  Okay, | guess |I'm |l ooking at page 23, Brush Park
Redevel opnent .

GULOCK: This is to resurface several streets on the Bl ock
Grant -- Block Gant area. | think, five streets. W're
recommendi ng 450-, the Mayor wants, is asking for 1,000
(sic).

CASON: One mllion. You like me. M. @uilock, how many
houses on Brush Park?

GULOCK:  |'m not sure.

SIMONS: Well, | think -- | think we can find the noney
right there, Heidi

GULOCK: | could step back a little bit. There's about five

-- five or six redevel opnment projects that the Mayor is
asking noney for. The far east side, Brush Park, Virginia
Park, Garfield and --

CASON: By the way, speaking of Brush Park, did you find out
anyt hi ng about the water and that |ady?

JEFFREY: | talked to one of the staff. | think they got
her water back, from what | understand.

CASON:  Ms. d oss (ph).

LOPER: Yeah. Yeah, we have been in contact with her and
the Water Departnent. The Water Departnment is going out to
her house tonpbrrow to see what the situation is.

SIMONS: To see what the situation is?

LOPER Right, right. They had -- they had taken her neter
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out, they thought that the property was vacant, but they
hadn't -- according to their records, they hadn't had a
request to turn it back on, they didn't have input, so she
owes about how nuch?

BRUHN: A very small anount.

LOPER A very small anount, not really significant.

BRUHN: | guess, you know, just speaking to that, she has
conme, | think, to nost public hearings on Brush Park over
the years, way back, | would say 15 years | can renenber,

and this is the first time that any of us can recall that
she spoke of a water problem So, you know, we're not sure
what the whole story is, but at |east we are working
diligently.

SIMONS: Good, | appreciate that.

JEFFREY: The far east side project, are we going to do
anything wwth --

SIMONS: Chris, you can try --
CASON: W have a million dollars?

ALCOCK: Again, you're tal king about 220-, it's actually
220,120 -- 128, so $220,128 that you're trying to find, and
| think as -- you know, there's sonme new itens in your chart
that weren't there when we |ast net, |ast week. W just,
we're just responding to the Mayor's cuts. So it may be
that you want to | ook at sonme of the other city projects as
wel |, and deci de how you would |i ke to reduce sone of those
in order to cone up with that 220-.

JEFFREY: Yeah, | go back to, | was asking what the
difference was fromlast week's chart and this week's. Now
the staff reconmmended 450-, the Mayor -- so we go with the
450- .

CASON:  It's 450,000, right?

GLENN: Right. That's all I'm asking.

ALCOCK: Yeah, | can actually respond to that. The major
differences, that you will find that there are no changes,

at least fromthe chart that you have last, and | don't
bel i eve any changes fromthe chart you have | ast week, as it
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relates to Block Grant community organi zations, but there
are sone very mgjor changes as it relates to the Section 108
repaynments whi ch, because the Mayor has not put themin the
budget, even though they're listed in the chart, you can see
that they're listed at 0. There's also sone nmgj or changes,
sone additions to the city projects in order to respond to
the Mayor's budget. And then, also, there are sonme changes,
now t hat we have figures for the Cty departnment, the Gty
staff that are supported by Block Grant, you'll see sone
changes there. So really, the major changes do begin on 23,
page 23.

SI MONS: Page 23.

BRUHN: Okay, so Chris can you walk through -- is it
alright, M. Chairman --

SIMONS:  Sure.
BRUHN. -- if we walk through, just point out the --
SIMONS: Ckay. Wat is the first one?

BRUHN: You want the one that's dated April 14th, that has a
cover on it.

SIMONS: M ne has got April --

BRUHN. No, you want the one with the cover -- with the
cover.

SIMONS: Oh, this one here.

BRUHN. That's the new one today.

SIMONS: Alright.

GULOCK: Sonme of these we had in |ast week, but we didn't

know where the Mayor -- what way he was going to ask for.
So Brush Park, I"'mnot sure if we had it in |ast week, but
he's asked for a mllion to repave roads, to reduce many of
the roads. | think, overall, the Mayor needs about 25
mllion dollars to make -- to do infrastructure changes in
Brush Park, and we have been giving hima little bit each
year. He had sonme bond noney, but he's asking for a
mllion; we're recomendi ng 450-.

JEFFREY: How nuch did he get last year? Did they spend
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| ast year's noney?

GULOCK:  We just -- we just received fromthe Mayor this
nmorni ng the status on sonme of the old contracts for Bl ock
Grant, so let ne try to -- so we asked Pl anni ng Depart nent
several questions, we just got the response this norning,
whi ch kind of puts us behind. But if you look at -- if you
|l ook at the -- well, the chart they gave us, it basically
says Brush Park redevel opnent, 577,000, about half has been
pai d out.

SIMONS:  Where are we at?

GULOCK: Ch, this is just a chart the Mayor's staff gave us.
SIMONS: Ckay, |I'msorry. Go ahead.

JEFFREY: So they got 500- |ast year, half was paid.

GULOCK: Okay. Last year, Brush Park received -- what we're
pointing to is the Mayor's nunber, which prevail ed,

$411,512. If you look on the PD's status report, it doesn't
list that amount, but it's the target of the status -- we're
not sure, the status of it, but | think they did two streets
| ast year, but I'mnot positive.

JEFFREY: So, M. Chair, that's the updated -- update?
GULOCK: It's the contract status report.

JEFFREY: It only reflects the 500,000 that they received
| ast year?

GULOCK:  They m ght have -- they m ght have | unped all the
noney t oget her.

JEFFREY: So how nuch is left?

GULOCK: | can't make an accurate assessnent. There's a | ot
of noney here, but |I'mnot sure.

JEFFREY: How nmuch is there?

GULOCK:  Well, there's Brush Park Devel opnent Corp. which is
separate, so there's Brush Park NSA, it says there's a

$98, 000 contract, 23,000 been paid, 75,000 remains; then
there's a Brush Park redevel opment which is 577,000, 238, 000
has been paid, 339,000 has not -- is unpaid bal ance.
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JEFFREY: Ckay.

GULOCK:  You know, but how that relates to the 411- they got
| ast year, we're not sure. | think if you fund them
they'Il definitely spend it, because |like | said, they have
25 mllion in needs, so we were giving thema little bit to
hel p them nove forward, but not everything in the --

JEFFREY: A |l ot of people got needs, but they haven't spent
t he noney. Okay.

GULOCK:  If you turn to page 24.

JEFFREY: The community tool box, page 23. You have there
such a great presentation, | had gotten all excited, then
| ook at the amobunt of noney in there and | said that's
probably enough to have a few community dinners, that's
about it. Wren't we tal king about a community -- a city-
wi de forumand initiating sone -- some community efforts,
and all these kind of things?

RIBBRON: M. Chair, | can respond to that. You are
correct, we initially think that we could do a couple of the
community neetings, put the tool box together to get
information out to groups, but we also feel that we can go
to the banks and have -- ask themto support this; we feel
that this is one that the banks will be able to support, so
we feel that this will be able to | everage sone of the other
dollars to junp-start the program

JEFFREY: 25, 0007?

TILLMAN:  Conm ssi oner Jeffrey, the thinking with this is,
this is the noney for the nei ghborhood sunmt and getting
the materials ready for the summt, but not the program
itself. W want to do that as the initial start-up, and
then we want to put in nore noney as we get set up and
prepare to handl e nore capacity.

JEFFREY: A summt for 25,000, city-wi de, materials,
facility, now you got to have food, trainers.

SI MONS: Okay, Tony, your imagination is running away wth
you.

JEFFREY: No, no, no. | nean, if you're going to do a
summit, if you're going to do it right, you got to do it,
you got to junp out the gate right, otherw se you send the
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message that you' re not serious.

BRUHN. Gve us a dollar figure. | think we can probably
match it, "Il try.
JEFFREY: You think you can raise it; so you think you can

raise it to 50-? You think you can match it, get 25,000
mat ch.

VWENDLER: And | think that other partner match is really
inportant to the success of the program | nean, because we
really want those partners. Not, |I'mnot saying --

JEFFREY: No, no, no. |If they're out there --

VWENDLER: | just think it's really inportant that it not
just be a state effort.
JEFFREY: Right, | agree, but ny experience with

DDOCT.OR and other prograns is that you got to get it
started, show people that you' re serious, show people that
it works, otherwise you fall in the cracks. But if you're
all happy with it, I'mhappy. Let's nove on.

SIMONS: Chris, you said, page 24.
GULOCK:  New, at the top of the chart, Eastern Market public
i nprovenents, the Mayor is asking 400,000. W haven't got a
response fromthe staff yet about what they want to spend
t hat on.

SIMONS:  So you had recommended 300, 000, right?

GULOCK:  Ri ght.

SI MONS:  Okay.

CASON:  Could 17

SIMONS: Go ahead.

CASON: How -- how can you reconmmend 300, 000, any nore than
t hey can recomend 400, 000, we don't know what they want to
do with it?

GULOCK:  We just, we have calls and we haven't their
responses yet.
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MR, SIMONS: You know, this discussion rem nds nme, sonebody ran

in a political canpaign not too |ong ago, "voodoo
economcs,"” and | know we're sincere, but it feels |ike
we' re spinning our wheels.

BRUHN: Well, you know -- well, you know, it's frustrating
because we just got the Mayor's figures Tuesday and we
really couldn't, | don't think could start working until
Tuesday afternoon. But what we do know on Eastern Market,
is there is an Eastern Market advancenent coalition, which
the Gty Council and the Mayor supported, it's taking the

| eadership out there. There is a whole planning strategy to
actually create, sort of an unbrella group that's going to
guide the inprovenents out there. There is a plan that was
presented to Council for the sheds initially, to enclose one
of the sheds, to bring, to do | andscaping, to nake it a nore

inviting area, to -- to expand, because the market is now
one day a week, to try to expand on the market activities by
having other -- other groups |ocated out there, or

activities that would be other days of the week. So there's
-- there's a pretty anbitious physical inprovenent program
that's going to go with this. The problemis we don't know
exactly what, you know, the thought for the first $400, 000,
but that plan has been presented to City Council, and |

t hink Council was very receptive to it. Because the idea is
to make it -- to, first of all, toretainits viability and
expand its attractiveness. And as you know, physical -- you
know, the physical aspects of the market are not that,
really that inviting. Wen there are |lots of people, you
don't notice it, but, you know --

SIMONS: Well, | think the staff has done a |ot, because
sone things you just received this norning fromthem and
pushing it all --

BRUHN: Right, and we've been -- you know, we net what? Al
day yesterday afternoon, we net all, | think, this norning
and half the afternoon, trying to go over what we had so --

CASON: | love Eastern Market, |I'mthrough there at |east
four times a nonth, and the only thing that gets ne is
par ki ng, and about just driving through.

BRUHN: And parking is part of the -- of this, of the
strategy, you know, doing sonme work on the parking
structure. There was a mjor session that U ban Land
Institute ran, and there were many, nunerous suggestions
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t hat came out of that.

CASON: At the Gem Theater, University of Mchigan, is that
what it was?

BRUHN. Was it at the Gen? Was it at the Genf? Yes, yes.
And then there were --

GULOCK:  There was two. Urban Land Institute did one major
study and then University of Mchigan did one about a nonth
|ater, in January or February.

CASON: Well, that's one of the neglected jewels of the
city. W see themgoing down, Belle Isle, that, you know --

BRUHN: Right. And the other thing is that outlying
communities are starting to have markets, so they're

begi nning to pull people away fromour nmarket. The idea,
one of the other aspects of this, it's not really the public
i nprovenent, but it's another aspect of marketing the
market, is to increase the quality of goods that were sold
there. Sonetinmes there's a sense that, you know, it's not
first-rate products, the products aren't necessarily first
rate and, you know, trying to encourage nore home-grown
products. So we're supportive of this, it's just that we
can't tell you exactly what they would do with the first
400, 000, or 300, 000.

SIMONS: Okay. No, we're nmaking progress. Go right ahead.

GULOCK: The next mmjor project -- the next major project
is the far east side inprovenents.

SI MONS: What page is that now?

GULOCK:  Right below Eastern -- two bel ow Eastern Market.
SIMONS:  Ckay.

GULOCK: The far east side inprovenents, this is a major

initiative by the Admnistration, and this -- | think this
is for one of the phases of the far east side, it's called
the Fox Creek project; it's to do infrastructure, capital

i nprovenents for the area bounded by Newport on the west,
Kercheval on the north, Alter on the east, and Jefferson on
the south. The total cost | think are 2.7 mllion, but the
Mayor is asking for 2.1 mllion. W -- we are supportive of
the project. W are at this tinme recommending two mllion.
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Project. This is a new project that the Council did approve
a Section 108 |oan last year for 17 mllion. It's just
starting to get off the ground. This is also for
infrastructure inprovenents; sidewal ks, street |ighting.

SIMONS: Wiere is it |located, Chris?

GULOCK: It's east of Wodward and south of Warren, so it's
south of Wayne State. | think the street is Forest.

SIMONS: Garfield, between John R and Whodward, is that the
one?

GULOCK:  Just west of the Medical Center, between Wodward
and the Medical Center, just west of the Veterans Hospital.
There's two streets, and they want to rehab three apartnent
bui |l di ngs; they want to redevel op sone comercial spaces,
build a parking deck, and really make nore of an arti st
comunity. There's a couple of galleries there now

SI MONS: Garfield and Canfield, that's one of the streets.
| used to |live down there.

JEFFREY: Just in this one page, there's about what,

$550, 000 in public inprovenments. There's a |lot of groups
out there doing new construction, and are we going to target
nmoney to help themw th public inprovenents, doing in-fil
housi ng, buil di ng new honmes i n nei ghborhoods and, you know,
really pushing to try to bring neighborhoods up and increase
the property values. You know, is there a strategy on how
we do these public inprovenents or is it -- is it nore a
political thing? Because, you know, there's people out
there who are trying to get noney and they're actually
bui |l di ng | ow noderate i ncome housing, they're building

mar ket rate inside neighborhoods, and they have a struggle
getting this kind of noney. | mean how -- how are we
determining to put two mllion on the far east side versus
money in sonme of the other areas, southwest Detroit or other
nei ghbor hoods where there is major housi ng devel opnent going
on?

GULOCK: That's a very good question. W do have sone CDOs
asking for alley repavings --
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JEFFREY: On the streets?

GULOCK: Yeah, in terns of the streets, |'mnot sure of how
the Gty --
JEFFREY: Ch, yeah.

GULOCK:  Well, I'"'mnot sure howthe City deals with the
infrastructure.

JEFFREY: All I'msaying is fromnow on, you know, if
there's a -- if there's a group doing sonme nmajor devel opi ng

in an area, the Cty should commt, you know, noney to help
support that, and | don't know how it's determ ned, but I
know that there is a |lot of groups that can't get it.

GULOCK: Right. And I think we're going to start needing --
need to ask the Adm nistration to be nore up front wth sone
of the big picture for each project, because now we have
about five, and we just added Virginia Park, and these are
big projects; they don't turn in an application like the
rest of the groups. And we need to know how many years are
we tal king, because for all we know, the far east side could
be --

JEFFREY: Right.

GULOCK:  -- a 20-year commitnent, and so it's sonething
we're going to have to --

SI MONS: Conmmi ssioner enn has a question.

GLENN:  If | could just look at this, and |I'm on page 27 --

| don't want you to change it, but |I'm|looking at the
picture, that they're putting things before human bei ngs,
and 1'm | ooking at the Mayor's side of this picture. |I'm

| ooki ng at the senior energency hone repair. Wen |I | ook at
that and see he is valuing the streets, and all of these

t hi ngs, nmuch nore than he is, a human being that has a pl ace
to stay. $200,000, that was the same thing |last year that
was put in for senior program and they ran out. Half of
the people didn't even get an application, because they ran
out before the 200,000 -- the 200- was taken. But yet | see
right below that, Virginia Park redevel opnent is 800-and-
sone thousand dollars, but yet when you | ook up there at
seniors, who pays his salary, a mpgjority of it, and he only
recomended 200, 000.
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SI MONS: [t's two mllion.

GLENN: | nean, two mllion. [|I'msorry, you know what |
mean, two mllion. You know what | nean.

SIMONS: | know what you nean.

GLENN:  Two mi | lion.

SIMONS: But see, don't worry about what that is, what we
going to pass on to the Council?

GLENN:  Yeah, but the thing of it is, it bothers ne when
see that, when you tal k about people.

SIMONS: Sonme would say you're singing to the choir. W'l
nove on. Go ahead, Chris.

GLENN:  |I'msorry, but | just --

CASON:  Just get nme a light bulb. They say, if you say
sonet hi ng enough, things will happen.

SIMONS: Go ahead, Chris. O, I'msorry --
JEFFREY: Do we -- do we need to go through the whol e thing?

SIMONS: No, he's going to point out the ones that he wants
to point out and we'll cover those.

GULOCK:  1'Il try to go faster. But on page 25 is that
Human Servi ces Drug Abuse Program for 80,000; we nention
this is new that the Mayor added. This would go against the
public service path. If you turn to page 26 --

VENDLER: Question, M. Qulock. |Is that normally funded
sonme other way and nowit's comng into Block Grant, is that
the deal? Wuld the Health Departnment normally --

GULOCK:  I'mnot sure. Deb m ght know.

FERRIS: As | understand it, the Mayor is recomrendi ng that
pi eces of the Human Services Departnent nerge into Planning
and Devel opnent, and sone other pieces nerge into the Health
Department. The conponent that's noving to the Pl anning
Department runs this program and they're asking for this

pi ece of noney. Now we haven't found out if this is |like an
extra piece above and beyond sone other grant, or we don't
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have any of that information yet. Qur source at Pl anning
and Devel opnent, really that's the best explanation we can
give at this point, so what the outcones are or any of that
stuff, we don't have any of that stuff yet.

VENDLER:  Thank you

GULOCK:  I'mturning to page 26

SIMONS: Susan has a question before that.

GLASER: Thank you, | just have a quick question. Do you

t hi nk maybe there's an error? | mean |'mjust thinking that

a drug abuse program seens nore fitting for the Health
Depart nent .

FERRIS: | wondered that nyself. Human Services does the
honel ess prograns, and whether it's tied -- it's marked, it
was in the category as a honel ess program so they --

GLASER Right. But, | nmean it's noving fromthere to
Pl anni ng and Devel opnent .

FERRI'S: Right, except the departnent is being phased out.
M5. GLASER  \What departnent?
FERRI'S: Human Servi ces.

GLASER Right, okay. But, | nean, maybe they neant it as a
formof health, why would you send that to Pl anning and
Devel opnent ?

FERRI'S: Honeless is all going into Planning and
Devel opnent .

GLASER.  Onh, they -- oh.

FERRI'S: That's what | understand. Because, you know, it's
an attenpt to knit the Block Grant managenent peopl e back

t oget her instead of having them spread out into two

di fferent departnents.

GLASER  Thank you.

GULOCK:  Turning to page 26, there's nothing new here from
| ast week that 1'maware of. And on page 27, the only new
itemis the Virginia Park redevel opnent area, which M.
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d enn has alluded to, and the Mayor is asking for 810, 000.
We just found a little bit of information on the project
today, that we understand the Virginia Park Ctizen D strict
Counci|l supports it; it's for new housing, | think west of
the Lodge, north of Henry Ford Hospital. Part of it is

mar ked, 20%is for lownod, but it's a new construction
housi ng project the Planning Department is proposing, that

t hey support.

VENDLER: Affordable? |Is it affordable?

GQULOCK: W understand 20 -- 20%of the units wll be
af f or dabl e.

VWENDLER: So this is a gap financing; is this noney for gap
fi nanci ng?

BRUHN: No, it's public inprovenent.

CASON: This is in-fill housing?

GULOCK:  This is for public inprovenents.

VENDLER:  Ckay.

GULOCK:  To support the housing project.

CASON: This is in-fill?

LOPER: Yes. | nean, it's in-fill in the sense that there's

basically a bl ock on Philadel phia that's basically vacant,
that is to be devel oped, and al so al ong the Lodge Freeway.

SIMONS: They want to build houses, new houses there?

LOPER  Yeah, this thing apparently on Phil adel phia and al so
on the freeway, Lodge Freeway Service Drive and on Byron.

CASON: But it's quite a fairly new project just south of
there, and it goes over -- it's Virginia Park right there.
Well, | guess Virginia Park itself.

SI MONS: Tal ki ng about Del awar e.

CASON: It's near Ford Hospital

SIMNS: Right.
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CASON:  Just west of Ford Hospital, sone new devel opnent in
there, over to Rosa Park Boul evard.

LOPER  Virginia Park Estates?

CASON:  Yes.

BRUHN. You're tal king about the single-fam |y housing?
CASON:  That's right.

BRUHN: That's probably what, eight or nine, ten years --
CASON: So this would be north of that?

LOPER: A little north, or northeast of that.

CASON:  Ckay.

SIMONS:  Okay, Chris?

GULOCK:  And the next section gets into the repavenent. As
we said before, we had nunbers in here | ast week, but the
Mayor is not conmtting any nunbers to the repavenent. He
feels he can reprogram sone unused Bl ock Grant noney for

t hese repavenents, and he has not included any noney for the
denolition float. So we decided to agree with him to

commt our noney to other -- commt it to other projects.
CASON: |Is that project a done deal? | renenber that canme
before us, that pharmaceutical. D d they do that?

BRUHN: Onh, the expansion --

CASON:  Yeah.

BRUHN: -- for Port Huron Hone?

CASON:  Yeah.

BRUHN:. | don't knowif it's been conpleted. Has it been
done?

LOPER: Yeah. As a matter of fact, they're going to cone
back for a further expansion.

GULOCK: I'mnot sure if you want to stop there and nmake any
changes on what we just covered on repaynents, or go to the
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end. | nean the rest is pretty nuch staffing. W've --

we've put in, | think we've generally put in the nunbers
that the Mayor requested for staffing mnus, well, the 20%
cap.

VENDLER: Has BSE denolition staff always been in the Bl ock
Grant budget ?

GULOCK: Well, it's funded on Block G ant, but the staff is
under Bui |l di ng Depart nent.

VWENDLER:  And al ways has been?

GULOCK:  Well, yeah. It used to be under DPWbut then it
just nerged, it's all folded into the Building Departnent in
the last three years, | think

VWENDLER: But it's always cone out of the Block G ant budget
is what you're saying, okay.

GULOCK: Correct.

GLENN: | have a question.

SIMONS: Mmhnmm go ahead.

GLENN:  On 25, where they have the Mayor requesting --
FERRI' S: For which group?

GLENN:  Pardon?

FERRI' S: For which group are we on?

GLENN: Lead abat enent.

SI MONS: Page 25?

GLENN:  750-, that's on 25.

FERRIS: |'mnot sure | understand the question.
GLENN: |Is he asking for $750,000 for |ead abatenent --
FERRI S:  Yes.

GLENN:  -- in the houses?

FERRI S:  Yes.
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GLENN:  And then --

FERRI'S: These are, | believe, for houses with children, who
have children, who are | ead-poi soned, the recomendation
fromthe staff was that that be 0, because they have just
gotten a |l arge grant.

GLENN: That's it. You answered ny question.
SI MONS:  Okay.

GULOCK: On staffing, in general, the Mayor has asked for
reductions in all the PDD staff, line itens fromlast year,
and | think they do have a nunmber of vacancies at Pl anning
and Devel opnent, that they plan to term nate or reduce --
not fill the vacancies. That's pretty nuch the changes
since last week. | nean, it's a guess but --

SIMONS: Now we're going to find out if we can find noney.
ALCOCK: That's right, $220, 128.

SIMONS: Can we find it?

ALCOCK:  Anything is fair gane, soit's really up to this
body to decide where they'd like to see sone reduction in

order to bring this into bal ance.

SIMONS: Okay. Anybody have any ideas?

JEFFREY: Well, | identified at |east three groups that I'd
like to see them-- one is Brush Park redevel opnent.
Because if we're asking groups to -- you know, if a group
cane for nmoney and you saw that they -- they had noney that
t hey had not spent, you'd tell them-- so |I'mreconendi ng
we take some of it fromthere, I'mnot sure how nuch.
GLASER Wi ch page are we going to?

JEFFREY: Page 23. And we take the difference fromthe far
east side, 1'd say half and half. That's my suggestion.

BRUHN: That would be 110, 000 --
JEFFREY: Yeabh.

BRUHN: -- from each group
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SIMONS: Far east side -- what page are we on? | lost it; |
had it.

JEFFREY: Far east side is on --
CHRI STENSEN: 24.

SIMONS: Page 24. (kay, good, so we take out of those two
groups, Heidi, and take fromthose two.

ALCOCK: So 110- and sone change on each one.
SIMONS: Alright, take an aspirin.

CASON: | think we need nore than an aspirin. J.D. mght be
nor e appropri ate.

SIMONS:  Ckay.
CASON: W want to know where J.D. is.
SIMONS:  Ckay.

JEFFREY: The last point is -- and | understood that there
are no vacancies in the staff, right? They elimnated --

GLASER: There is P&DD

JEFFREY: No, |I'mtalking about in the --

GLASER:  P&DD.

JEFFREY: P&DD staff, | understood that they elimnated al

t he vacanci es.

SIMONS: Elimnated the vacancies, cut out --

JEFFREY: That's what | heard.

GULOCK: Wl l, the response they gave us right now is that

for -- for last year -- no, let's see, for this fiscal year
there is 267- budgeted, | think that's total.

JEFFREY: |'m mainly tal king about public service.
GULOCK:  Oh.
FERRI S: Actually, the public service, if | renenber --

m ght be different in his answer -- but what we understood
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fromthe Mayor's budget is that there was, | think, 18, and
t hey have added three, because they have shifted all the
Econom ¢ Devel opnent contracts into that group so that
departnent, that section is funded for 21 positions now.

JEFFREY: And that all fits, there's no --

FERRIS: That | don't know, because that's in this
informati on we got today, and | haven't |ooked at it yet.

VEENDL ER: M. Chair?
SI MONS: Ch, sure.

VENDLER:  Maybe through the Chair to the staff, do we have
any -- did we get any data on retirenent to Planning and
Devel opnent; are they projecting, giving us any projections?

GULOCK:  We haven't received anything in witing. W have
heard, you know, through the grapevine that several staff
are going to be retiring.

VWENDLER: |I'moften at that building and it seens as if
there are a nunber of retirenments.

SIMONS: (Ckay. Are we ready to vote now? You got
everything in place that you want? Any other coments from
the staff or fromthe Comm ssioners?

JEFFREY: You know, eventually this -- this whole idea of
staff versus community has kind of caught up with us. Now
there's not any liberal -- you either -- especially as it
relates to public service, you either take public service
and give it to community groups or you fund staff.

FERRI'S: Actually, right now, the way the Mayor's budget is
presented, there is no staff dollars |abeled as public
service, they're probably all in this admn., am]l right?
There is sone -- there is sone PA noney that's going to help
groups with passing building, etcetera, Iike 400,000, but
the rest of it labeled is admn., so they have not usurped
any public service dollars --

JEFFREY: Ckay, so all the public service dollars that
accounted for the cap are not staff.

FERRIS: They're going to groups, wth the exception --
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JEFFREY: They're going to groups.

FERRIS: -- of that 80,000 that's going to the departnent
for that one program

JEFFREY: Ckay, that's good.

FERRIS: And | believe it's true to say, your
recommendati ons here, the recommendati ons before you, have a
little bit of admn. noney in groups, is that correct still?

ALCOCK:  Yeah, they're actually in the Block Gant chart.
There's two that | can think of off the top of ny head, but
correct ne if I"'mwong. There's tw groups that are just
getting started, but they're very organized and they're
ready to get their plan in place, and we felt it was very
inportant, we didn't -- we couldn't afford to send themat a
very high level, but we felt it was very inportant, based on
the Comm ssion's priorities, that startup groups are able to
begin that endeavor so that eventually, for senior houses in
t hose nei ghbor hoods, too. So that was sonething that was
different fromthe Mayor's budget.

SI MONS:  Okay.

BRUHN: | had to step out for a while, while the staff was
di scussing the recomendations, and | know one of the things
that was on the table was to do with shelters for donestic
viol ence, victins of donmestic violence. That's not in here,
isit?

FERRIS: No, that's not. That was on the letter that we
presented or sent yesterday with the packet, that the

Comm ssion may want to consider that, but it's not actually
worked into the chart.

BRUHN: R ght, okay.

FERRIS: The two of the shelter -- the donestic violence
shelters, both of themwere ineligible, and in an attenpt to
figure out sonme strategy to fund them which, you know,
Counci|l tal ked about |ast year and then ultimtely just
violated the criteria, if you wll, and funded them but we
wer e suggesting you may want to think about an alternative
way by estab -- establish -- establishing a line item at
this level, as opposed until waiting until it gets to
Council, and that's entirely within your purview. But it
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wi |l create another public service problem

JEFFREY: What was the -- can | ask, what was the violation,
| guess?

TILLMAN:  For this year?
JEFFREY: | nean, they weren't funded because of ?
VENDLER: | nadequat e applicati ons.

JEFFREY: Sonet hing was wong with the application. Ws it

TI LLMAN: For -- M. Chair?
SI MONS: Mmr hmm

TILLMAN.  For Wnen's Justice Center, the budget did not
reflect the total anobunt requested. There was a sumary --
they didn't give the sunmary of the description of the
program and they had an outdated financial statenent which
was included, but it was from 2002. For interim house,

YWCA, there was no answer to question, PS question nunber 43
and 44, basically asked the incone in the residency, how do
you actually get that information. Now this one is alittle
nmore cl oudy because they did answer question nunber 6, that
directly related to question PS 43 and PS 44.

BRUHN: Well, | just -- | just wanted to raise it --

SIMONS:  Sure.

BRUHN. -- interns of the letter. But obviously it would
be cleaner to just |eave things the way they are, and to sit
dowmn with --

VWENDLER  Exactly.

BRUHN: So that there is consistency all through the
Comm ssi on' s recommendat i ons.

VENDLER: Yeah. | would feel very unconfortable given the
Cty, the conversation we had.

SIMONS: So now, if soneone could nake a notion to vote on
NOF first.
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JEFFREY: Move to adopt recommendations with the changes,
CRC s recommendation with the changes nmade on the docunents.

GLASER:  Support.
SIMONS:  CRC or CPC?
JEFFREY: CPC recommendati ons.
SI MONS: CPC recomendati ons, okay.
GLASER  Support it.
GLENN: That's, you're going to --
JEFFREY: That earlier, what we did to that.
GLENN: Ckay, that's good, yes.
SIMONS:  Second the notion?
GLENN:  Second the notion.
CASON:  Susan had second -- didn't you second, Susan?
GLASER. Ri ght.
GLENN:  You got two seconds.
SIMONS: Now we nove to accept the CPC staff recommendati on
whet her the changes we're nmaking or not, are we ready to
vote? Al in favor, the notion to support, say aye.
Aye.
SIMONS:  Opposi ng, abstentions.
(No verbal response)
SIMONS: Mdtion is passed.

BRUHN: And just for clarification, M. Chair, that was the
CRC recomendat i on?

SIMONS: Right.
VEENDL ER: M. Chair?

SI MONS: Yeabh.
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M5. VWENDLER: One piece of good news. MR, SI MONS:
Good news, we need it.

M5. WENDLER: | think people will appreciate -- in the West
Vi | | age nei ghborhood, we did have a massage parlor sign in
one of the houses, in the neighborhood, and Ava Payl or (ph),
who's the director of (inaudible) Neighborhood Gty Hall,
did send an inspector, and we may still have a massage
parlor, but we're no |onger adverti sing.

DR. CASON. And they're real massages?

M5. VENDLER: They're real nassages. So things do get taken
care of, | think

DR. CASON. Real nmmassages.

M5. WVENDLER: Al | know is they don't advertise it any nore.

MR. JEFFREY: W just voted on --

M5. BRUHN:  NOF

MR. JEFFREY: Right. | wanted to say CRC, but that included --

VS.

BRUHN. No, that was, the notion was to approve CRC s
recommendations with the changes nade by the Conmm ssion.

2

SIMONS: Yeah, right. GCkay, now we're ready for Bl ock
G ant.

2

JEFFREY: Now we got to do Block G ant. Mve approval for
Bl ock Grant.

CASON:  Support.

2

SI MONS: Move, support, that we approve Block Gant with the
changes made?

MR. JEFFREY: W th the changes nade.

MR, SIMONS: Ckay. All those in favor of the notion, vote it,
say aye?

ALL: Aye.

MR. SI MONS: Oppose it, abstentions?
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(No verbal response)

SIMONS: The notion carries. @ ve a hand.

BRUHN. M. Chair, | just want to --

SIMONS:  Yeah, go ahead.

BRUHN: | just want to nention to the staff, before
everybody | eaves, | amgoing to give the Conm ssion Menbers

a qui ck update on what happened at the Housing Strategy
presentation. So if sonme of you are able to stay around in
case there are any questions, |'d appreciate it. [If you
don't have it -- | did sunmarize sone of the coments on the
Director's Report, but you don't have it --

SI MONS: Nobody wanted to stay.

BRUHN: That's okay.

GLENN:  Are you going to do it now?

SI MONS:  Yeah, right now

GLENN: Ckay, because |I'mgetting ready to | eave.

SIMONS: (Okay, go ahead. The Director's Report?

BRUHN:. Well, Dr. Cason had sonething he wanted to bring up.

CASON: This is in regard to our procedure of doing those
conceptual diagrans, you know, we tal ked about, and |I'd just
like to clarify this, but do you want to do it before you
tal k about what you just were going to --

BRUHN. Well, if we -- if we do the Director's Report first,
then they can all |eave, and they've had a very long day, if
that's alright with you

SIMONS:  Fine, go ahead.

BRUHN: Okay. Well, 1'Il just run through this quickly; you
shoul d have a witten report. Council did approve the
Hubbar d- R chard Rehabilitation Project Devel opnent Pl an
amendnent as recomended by the Conm ssion, so we're very

pl eased with that. You did ask when the Comm ssion's budget
woul d be before Council. At this nonment it -- the Counci

is scheduled to discuss the budget on Mnday norning at
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10:00 -- I'msorry, at 9:30 -- at 9:30. The Block Grant is
supposed to start at 10. So, you know, if anyone wants to
conme, you're welconme to. They are going to go through the
di vi sion budgets very carefully, but they have already
approved the 10% pay-cut, as you know, for non-union

enpl oyees, including contractuals.

And then the third itemis just a quick sunmary, in the mddle

MR.
IVB.

of everything we're doing today, about the Housing Strategy
that was presented to the Council on Monday, April 11th, so
that was -- it's hard to believe that was this week, right?
It seens |ike a year ago. But, and there was --
appreci ati on was expressed for the Comm ssion's efforts;
however, there were a nunber of comments about the Housing
Strategy and sone additional points, or let's say
expectations that the Council Menbers had. They are
pl anning to continue this discussion sonetinme next week,
al though I don't know when that's schedul ed, but just to run
through this, Alberta Tinsley-Tal abi posed her questions
ri ght away, because she was -- she was hoping that we would
be addressing, that the Conmm ssion woul d be addressing the
type of housing that we ought to be | ooking for, based on
the needs that were identified; the nunber of units that are
needed to address the shortage; and then, especially, where
they should be |located. She thought that we would be com ng
in and saying, "Well, here, there should be new housing in
this area, it should be this type, and it should be for
this, you know, population,” so that's obviously a challenge
to do. | think that, you know, we did stress that this is -
- this is a policy franework and they're going to have to go
through and they really need to prioritize and then we need
to tal k about, okay, if we want to inplenent these things,
what has to be done. They want us to | ook at the Land Trust
i n Canden, New Jersey, as an exanple of how to route housing
to | ow and noderate incone famlies, so we'll be |ooking at
that. There's a | ot of concern about specul ators, people
who hold the property and don't repair it, and they thought
that we ought to be | ooking at taking away people's right to
property if they don't repair it within a certain period.

SIMONS: Say it one nore tine.

BRUHN. They woul d take away property owner's rights to
their property.

M5. VENDLER: That woul d require enforcenent.
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M5. BRUHN. And that they would have to develop it within a
certain period of time or it would revert to the city. They
enphasi zed bui |l di ng home ownership. Let's see, addressing
renters, | think they wanted nore enphasis on renters. In
the technical report they were going to file -- we gave them
basically the presentation we gave to you and said that
there would be a technical report that would be comng. M.
Bates was particularly interested in ways in which to
i nvol ve unenpl oyed Detroiters in housing construction and
prograns that would do that, and cited an exanple of one
group in Detroit that was doing that. They wanted to know
nor e about incentives for housing devel opnment. They tal ked
about, you know, honme ownership counseling and not just how
to maintain a house, but the financial literacy, both for
existing as well as potential honeowners. Again, this kind
of relates to involving unenpl oyed persons, M. Bates has a
particular interest in participation in housing construction
by Detroiters, and particularly African-Anmericans, and he
enphasi zed t hat.

Ms. Collins had sone issues around honel essness. She felt that
we needed to | ook at where nore adult foster care
facilities, how adult foster care people -- people who are
in adult foster care, ex-felons, nmental health, people with
mental health problens, where do they fit in all of this, in

t he honel essness. She thought that there was -- that was a
mssion in the report. She also asked us to | ook at what
constitutes a famly, because she said famly nenbers -- you

know, in the past there were nmultiple generations in one
househol d, and now fam lies are nore isolated, so froma
soci ol ogi cal perspective, it has an inpact on housing in our
nei ghbor hoods.

And there was a comrent, that we should be putting noney in
nei ghbor hoods that have not been getting funding in the
past, they cited sone exanpl es of nei ghborhoods, and not put
it in certain neighborhoods, and it was nentioned, |ike
Hubbar d- R chard and Cor kt own.

And then, this is sonething that relates to other discussions
t hey had about Brownfield, obsolete property, nei ghborhood
Enterprise Zones, these kind of incentives that have been
encour agi ng housi ng devel opnent, al so conmerci al
devel opnment, and they -- they feel that this should be -- |
t hi nk, we should be helping in this, prioritizing the areas
that ought to be getting these incentives so that the incent
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-- you know, we try to encourage devel opment. That
Comm ssioner d aser was tal king about her nei ghborhood, you
encour age devel opnent in certain nei ghborhoods.

hey' ve asked to have the Housing Strategy forwarded to the
Pl anni ng and Devel opnent Departnent, and they would |ike us
to work with Planning and Devel opnment, which we're al so
working with on a Housing Strategy, and see if we can bring
t he docunents together, although we don't have a docunent
fromthem and they wanted the docunent referred to the
Housi ng Task Force. Do you have any questions?

SIMONS: No, | think I have a couple of questions and a
couple of coments. | think know ng where the houses shoul d
go, in what nei ghborhoods they should be built up, it would
be excellent if we took, along with Planning and

Devel opnment, a tour one day, bus tour, go throughout the
city and | ook, and | ook at what's happeni ng and see,

t hi nk, what can be saved if you catch it before it dies, and
| think that's what we need to do, is naintain what you have
and build it up. |If you go to neighborhoods where
everything is down, then it's going to be hard to build from
there. |If you save our nei ghborhood, if you rebuild in-fill
homes i n the nei ghborhoods that have vacancies. Kathy?

VENDLER: | think Council's coments were absolutely, you
know, useful and to the point. | think they asked questions
at a level of specificity that our plan didn't get into, but

-- and | don't know what staff -- you know, how staff feels
about going to that level, but it would be interesting to
hear what your recommendati on woul d be.

BRUHN: We're -- we're still trying to find the tinme to
really --

SIMONS: | know, tine.

BRUHN: We did get sone really nice comrents from people in

t he audi ence, and conmunity organi zati ons who happened to be
present, and heard sonme other staff. You know, it wasn't --
it was a hard subject, you know, as they can tell you,
because you can just go so many different directions. You
know, how do you get your arns around this?

SIMONS: That's right.

CASON: M. Chai rman?
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SI MONS: Go ahead.

CASON: One piece that we should be | ooking at very serious
is identifying mai ntenance education. To just take a | ook
and just buying a hone, nmaking a down paynent, you got to be
abl e to understand when you buy a hone what are you in for:
mai nt enance, maintaining that honme, and things |ike HUD,
peopl e buy a home, don't even figure into that type of
equation at all; maintenance is one of the things that you
have to continue to work at. And | guess that's the reason
why | chose Justice. W have an application, when a person
noves in, this is what we expect for a person that noves in
t he nei ghbor hood, and they don't fill this out because there
is no enforcenent here, and that's what we going to have to
-- we can do all of these things and put themin place, but
if there is no enforcenent, they're not going to waste their
tinme.

SIMONS: Sure, | agree. Susan?

GLASER | would just like to nention, also, | think it was
about six years ago, there was a major push by the Detroit
unions to bring in Detroiters into the apprenticeship
program and | know that they were fairly successful,
because sonme of the kids on the ball team you know, came up
in my backyard, actually were | ucky enough to pass sone of
those tests. So, | nmean, maybe the issue is that sonebody
shoul d be working with the unions again. | know that there
hasn't been a lot of that going on in the | ast several

years.

VENDLER:  Apprenticeshi p prograns.

GLASER Right, right, exactly, and the skilled trades
prograns. | mean, there's noney there and, you know, it's a
way to help our comunity. Once young nen and young womnmen
start maki ng good noney, they can pay taxes.

SI MONS: Have anything, comments that you would like to add?
BRUHN: Thank you all for staying.

CASON: Thank you so nmuch. And those other people -- those
ot her people's nanes are noted, the people that left.

SIMONS: Onh, anything, any other --
BRUHN: That's all | have, M. Chair.
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SI MONS: Go ahead.

CASON:  Last neeting, we had the concept of the -- what
buil ding was that, that building? Ws that -- was it Mrgan
Estates, or was it another one?

BRUHN: No, it wasn't Mrgan, it was Brush ParKk.
CASON: Oh, Brush Park.
BRUHN: The par ki ng devel opnent.

CASON: And | had -- renenber | had an objection, | said
they had made a serious error and had omtted the
di mensi ons.

SI MONS: Di nensi ons of the roons.

CASON: And | was told that it was conceptual and that it
was not necessary to have the dinensions. WlIl, to nme, how
can | make a decision on sonething, | don't know what size
the roons, the bathroons, how many, the kitchen? But | also
can understand the conceptual part. So if it's going to be
conceptual, and we vote on it, do we get a chance to vote on
it when it becones a reality? How can we just vote on

sonet hing that's conceptual and we never see it any nore?

No telling what goes on when they do the final planning. So
how can we, or can we change the process?

BRUHN: Well, we, particularly in Planned Devel opnent
District, we have a set of guidelines that the devel opers
have to follow as to what they need to submt, and one of
those is that they need to submt dinmensioned site plans.
This is the second tinme Mrgan Estates, the sanme issue, we
did not get dinensioned site plans. The PD process does
have -- the Pl anning and Devel opnment process can be done in
one phase or two. It can -- plans can cone in, conceptual
pl ans can cone in, which don't have all the dinensions,
where everything isn't quite finalized, or maybe you don't
know all the exterior material, and the Conm ssion can
approve a conceptual site plan -- a site plan, and actually
el evations, and then have the devel oper conme back with the
final plan. In this case, with the Brush Park Project, and
also with the Morgan Estates, they intended to conme in and
get your okay on -- when | say final, it's not what's ready
to be submtted to the Building Departnment for a permt,
but, you know, well-dinensioned plans, where you can really
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see what is going to be devel oped, and where the sidewal ks
are, and how big the parking spaces are, you know, at that
level. And, so when they said they were conceptual, then,
if that's the case, then the Conm ssion should give a
conceptual approval and not a final approval.

CASON: Because | can't --

BRUHN:. But we've talked to them and we told themthat they
really need to submt the fully dinensioned plan, because |
think that's really what they want.

CASON: And | had a little -- with M. @il ock, with Chris,
had a little run-in, this incident done before, but | asked
the sane thing about the Ferry Street. No di nensions on
Ferry Street, and | asked the same question. | nean, in ny
| ong career, sone point along the line | had drafting, and |
know there is no way for ne to do a conceptual plan w thout
sone sort of dinensions.

BRUHN: Although I will have to say on sonmething like -- on
sonething like that, I don't know that we have al ways asked
for all of the roomsizes for, say, single-famly. Those
weren't single-famly, they were town houses. No, | think
usual |y we have had plans that show room sizes, | would say
that, so that we can get an idea of -- of what we're going
to get, what kind of product we need to get.

CASON: That's what I'mthinking. | think |I have the right
to --
SIMONS:  Shoul d know how many square feet. That woul d give

you an idea of how --

BRUHN:. Because they have the square footage, so you know
t hey must have --

CASON: How in the world can a draftsman draw a floor plan

w t hout some kind of dinensions? They nay be -- | don't
know how they did it, but the only thing I'"msaying, if it's
procedure, then I would go along with it, but I can't vote
on anything that | don't know -- you know, it has to be nore
realistic.

BRUHN: W just have to be nore careful in terns of what
they're giving us.

SIMONS: That's right, | agree.
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CASON:  So what are we going to do? W're going to ask for
di mensi ons?

BRUHN: We're going to stick -- we're going to stick with
our gui deli nes.

CASON:  Which includes the di mensions?

BRUHN. Wi ch includes the dinensions. And Mdrgan Estates
is comng back wwth dinmensions. | think they have already
submtted them and we have asked for them for Brush Park.

SIMONS: Okay. Susan?

GLASER  Thank you, M. Chair. So you're still -- you're
still conpleting the work on Morgan Estates, that's not

t hrough yet?

BRUHN: Yes. | think it's going to cone back on the 21st.
GLASER  kay.

BRUHN: We're trying for that.

GLASER  And then -- I'msorry.

BRUHN: No, | think we have npbst of -- | think we have npst
of the questions answered.

GLASER: And then ny second question was, the report was
passed out on a nunber of denolition --

BRUHN:  Yes.
GLASER: -- permts by the Gty and by the cluster, and I
guess | wasn't clear, that's ny fault, | guess | would |ike

to know by year how it canme down; this goes all the way back
to 1995.

BRUHN: Okay, so you would like this one broken out by year?
GLASER: 1'd like this one broken out by year.
BRUHN: Onh, this one.

GLASER. Ri ght.

BRUHN: Onh, okay.
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GLASER Because |'mjust wondering if -- because |I'm
hearing from people that 28 nonths was a good tinme period
for us to get out there, and I'mthinking if that's a good
time period, what is the rest of the city --

SIMONS: | wouldn't be surprised.

CHRI STENSEN:  You know what, |I'm sure they feel neglected on
the west side of the city.

CASON: But these are indicators to do -- you have sone rea
trouble in your plan, that's indicated.

GLASER: | know. | know, because |I'mtelling you, | was
just thinking about it. But the good part, let nme tell you
one good part for sure, one of ny neighbors has a rooster,
and he cones to the driveway every norning and wakes ne up,
| love it.

CASON: But isn't that against the law, to have a rooster in

GLASER | don't care. | don't care, | loveit. | haven't
got into that. It's a nice sound to ne, it's nusic to ny
ears.

CASON:  |'mnot against roosters, but | just thought it was

agai nst the | aw

GLASER: | believe it is; | still like it.

CASON: W' ve to have roosters.

SIMONS:  Anything el se? The nmeeting is adjourned.

(WHEREUPON, the neeting was adjourned at 7:23 p.m)

* * * * *
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